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ZONING — PARTIES — Object- 
ors who participated in hear- 
ing before Board of Adjust- 
ment are not necessary parties 
in suit to review Board’s ac- 
tion. 

'10NING — On review of action 

| of Board of Adjustment, court 

/ has no right to consider the 
matter de novo and substitute 
its judgment for that of the 
board. 

_Judicial interference with 
Board of Adjustment’s action 
is permissible only where it 
clearly appears such action 
was arbitrary, capricious or 
patently unreasonable. 

_Court cannot properly review 
action of Board of Adjustment 
in absence of full statement of 
findings and reasons by Board, 
and should direct Board to file 
such statement, retaining the 
matter in the meantime. 

—While members of Board of 





and use their observations or 
personal knowledge, provided 
they set same forth in the rec- 
ord, the court may not do so, 














the Board acted properly on 
the evidence before it. 
Digested from an opinion by 
wlivan, J. A. D. rendered April 
12, 1960. Appellate Div. Peoples 
y. Board. For respondent—How- 
Corbett. (Winne & Banta, 
. For appellant — Ralph 
idless (Chandless, Weller 
er, attys). 
Plaintiff applied to the local 
rd of Adjustment for a vari- 
under N. J. S. A. 40:55-39 
i) to permit it to use lands ad- 
ing its branch bank for 
t parking area. 
re in an “A” residence 
he proposed use was op- 
d after lengthy hearings 
ere stenographically re- 
he Board denied the ap- 
1 by a formal resolution 
ade no findings and gave 
for the denial. 
after plaintiff filed the 
tion against the Board 
resolution set aside on 
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YS nd it was unreasonable, 
)N y and capricious. After 
iJ gz, the trial court decided 
“teat - sal to grant the variance 
past fees arbitrary and capricious and 
NL extered judgment for plaintiff. 


al opinion he stated he 
d the briefs and visited 
St property, that he found auto- 
00ues parked one behind the 
“er on both sides of the street, 
1e refusal of variance was 
and capricious, that 
S a need for the parking 
and that in his opinion the 
area would benefit the 
‘é community and would not 
or inconvenience the resi- 
“otal area, 
Yefendant appeals contend- 
z: (1) the action of the trial 
Nn granting the variance 


nfs or: 
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onage’ 
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y owners who participat- 
;, the hearing before the 
“td Were necessary parties in 
7ést in the Law Division; and 
- Me judgment was based on 
~€rs Outside the record and 
fore void. 
Held: Judicial review of the 
“00 Of a board of adjustment 
“uted in scope. The court has 
1t to consider the matter 
0 and substitute its judg- 
0 





here 
ere 








“02 of the local board is not 


disturbed unless it clearly 
that such action was ar- 


+ 


he present case, however, 
., ard made no findings of 
“ @nd gave no reasons for its 


Adjustment may view property | 


its sole inquiry being whether | 


Met refusal of the Board| 
280 Was contrary to law; (2) | 


for that of the board. The | 


Capricious or patently} 


=) Digests of Recent Opinions 


|action. This was improper be- | 


;}cause without these basic ele-| | 


ments it is impossible for the} 
reviewing court to determine | 
|whether or not the board acted | 
properly and within the limits 
of its authority. It is essential 
that a board of adjustment, 
whether it grants or denies an | 
application, should make full | 
;and complete findings upon | 
| which its ruling is based. 

While there was_ substan- 
tial evidence in the record here | 
from which findings in support | 
of the board’s determination | 
could reasonably be made, there 
were questions of fact raised 
which the board should have! 
resolved. The trial court, there- | 
fore should have retained the | 
matter and directed the board to 


amplify the record by preparing , 


a statement of its findings and | 
| 





(Continued on page 2, col. 1) 








McConnell Advocates | 
| County-Wide Court To | 
Replace Municipal Courts | 


Edward B. McConnell, Admin- | 
istrative Director of the Courts, | 
advocates further consideration | 
of the proposal to substitute for | 
the present municipal court sys- | 
tem a system of “courts at the | 
county-level, manned by full-| 
time personnel, the court, being | 
held at such times and at such 
places throughout the county as 
circumstances require”. The re- 
commendation was contained in 


the Director’s annual report for | 


the court year 1958-1959. 

The report says that while the 
municipal courts have shown 
considerable improvement from 
year to year, the administrative 
problems of the more than 500 
municipal courts, warrant con- 
sideration of the proposal. The 
importance of these courts, the 
report notes, is evidenced by the 
fact that they collected $9,353,120 
in fines, costs and forfeitures 
during the court year, revoked 
10,566 driver’s licenses, and com- 
mitted 16,944 persons to jail. 

The report states: 

“Most of the difficulty is occa- 
sioned by the fact that about 20 
per cent of the defendants in 
traffic cases fail to respond at or 
before the return date fixed in 
the summons, thereby placing a 
tremendous burden of clerical 
work upon the courts to follow 
up in order to insure that no de- 
fendant ignores the process of 
the court with impunity. 

“In many courts, there is still 
a need for better facilities, for a 
}more adequate clerical staff and 
for a prosecuting attorney.” 


| Bergen Bar Sponsors 
| Public Meeting On 
International Law 


Lyman M. Tondel, Jr., of Ten- 
jafly, prominent international 
|lawyer and expert on the World 
|Court, will discuss “The Role of 
|Law in International Disputes” 
jat a public meeting at the Ber- 
gen Mall Auditorium on May 5, 
}at 8 p.m. in a program sponsored 
|jointly by the Bergen County 
|Bar Association and the North- 
jern Valley Chapter of the Amer- 
lican Association for the United 
Nations. 

Former Special Attorney Gen- 
eral Paul T. Huckin of Engle- 
wood, Chairman of the World 
Peace Through Law Committee 
of the Bergen County Bar As- 
|sociation, announced the pro- 
gram today after a series of 
planning meetings with A.A.ULN. 
representatives. 





Election of State 
Delegate To A.B.A. 
| Now On 


New Jersey members of the 
American Bar _ Association 
|have received ballots for the 
jelection of a State Delegate 
to the House of Delegates. 

Joseph Harrison and John H. 
Yauch, Jr., both of Newark, 
are listed as candidates with | 
room for a write-in candidate | 
also provided on the ballot. 

The State Delegate is the only 
representative to the House of 
Delegates voted on by AB.A. 
members within each state. | 
Other delegates are elected or | 
selected by State and qualify- | 
ing local bar associations. | 
|The State Delegates  also| 
constitute the committee of | 
| the A.B.A. that nominates the | 
President and other officers | 
|Of the Association. 
| All ballots must be returned | 
jto the Chicago office of the| 
|A.B.A. by Friday, June 3, 1960. | 


Opinions Approved For. 
Publication 
April 12 to 18, 1960 





| NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 


below are sent to each county law 
library. Any member of the bar may 
secure a copy of the opinion in any 
particular case, without charge, by 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, State House Annex, Trentor. 


SUPREME COURT 
| Appeals — None 
Petitions for Certification 
Granted — None 


SUPERIOR COURT 
APPELLATE DIVISION 
Goetsch et als v. Philhower et al 
(A-545-59, decided Apr. 8, 1960) 

Reversed Law Division judg- 
;ment which had held void peti- 
tion for county committee can- 
didate because two of his requir- 
ed petitioners had not voted in 
last general election. If N. J.S. A. 
19:23-7 is construed to require 
|that person signing primary peti- 
tion must have voted at last gen- 
jeral election such 
iwould be void 
i;upon civil and political rights of 
citizens. Also noted that how 
voter voted in last general elec- 
tion remains his own secret. 
Marshall v. Hudson Co. Bd. of 
Chosen Freeholders (A-231-59, 
|decided April 11, 1960) 
| Affirmed denial by Civil Ser- 
lvice Dept. of plaintiff’s claim to 
[status as principal clerk steno- 
lgrapher and a hearing of her 
lgrievance (RS. 11:5-1(d), (e), 
}11:25-1 et seq). Deprivation of 
opportunity for reclassification 
|caused by transfer out of her 
| customary and permanent duties 

rior to general reclassification 
was not tantamount to demo- 
{tion as she had no right, without 
|examination, to the opening in 
| her former department. Nor did 
i;her subsequent temporary per- 
}formance of duties of higher 
grade on another transfer en- 
ltitle her to higher titie where 
she was reassigned to duties 
commensurate with her title fol- 
lowing Dept’s duty audit. 
Higgins et al v. Schneider (A- 
110-59, decided April 12, 1960) 

Affirmed judgment striking 
count of complaint filed by plain- 
tiff father in own right for med- 
ical expenses and loss of infant 
son’s services resulting from in- 
juries to son as barred by N. J.S. 
2A:14-2 because complaint was 
filed two years and one day after 
accident although cause of ac- 
ition of infant plaintiff arising 
|thereform is not barred by two- 
year statute of limitations on 
account of N. J. S. 2A:14-21. 





as 
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requirement | 
trespassing | 


Liability For Pain And Suffering 


By Clarence Morris* 


Three noted tort theorists 
have within the year broached 
plans calling for a reformulation 
of the law of damages for pain 
and suffering. Dean Leon Green, 
in his latest thought-provoking 
book, proposes compulsory “loss 
insurance” on automobiles, which 
will compensate traffic victims 
without inquiry into fault of| 
driver or claimant. “The losses,” 
he says, “shall be measured by 
the rules of damages recognized 
by the courts except that any 
loss for pain and suffering shall 
be excluded.” Professor Fleming 
James questions the justice of | 
pain and suffering awards when- 
ever an injurer is held liable 
without proof of misconduct. 
“The argument for meeting the 








Regional Conference On 
N.L.R.A. At Newark 


John J. Cuneo, Director for 
the Twenty-second Region of the 
National Labor Relations Board, 
with headquarters in Newark, | 
announced today that a group of 
New Jersey labor and manage- | 
ment attorneys and educators | 





human needs of accident vic- 
tims and distributing their loss 
among the beneficiaries of the 
enterprises that cause them,” 
says James, “is not an argu- 
ment for full compensation ... 
[A]llowance for intangible items 
like pain and suffering (natural 
enough where compensation is 
made by a wrongdoer) may well 
be out of place where the Dill 
is being footed by innocent per- 
sons.’” Professor Marcus L. Plant 
(after stating the current status 
of damages for pain and suffer- 
ing so well that I want to incor- 
porate his first ten pages by ref- 
erence’) proposes: (1) that each 
claimant’s pain and suffering 
award be held to a fixed percen- 
tage, perhaps fifty per cent, of 
his medical, nursing, and hospi- 
tal expenses; and (2) (to bal- 
ance this change) that a statute 
be enacted softening the sever- 
ity of contributory negligence by 
reducing it from a complete de- 
fense to a ground for mitigating 
damages.‘ The proposals of these 
three scholars guarantee the im- 
portance of discussing the de- 
sirability of pain and suffering 
awards, which are allowable in 
virtually all personal injury 


will meet on April 26, 1960, at the | cases.” 


and procedures under the Na- 
tional Labor Relations Act as 
amended by the Landrum-Grif- 
fin Act. 

This meeting is one of 25 Re- 
gional Advisory Conferences on 
Administration being convened 
|in NLRB offices throughout the 
|country at the request of Stuart 
|Rothman, the Board’s General 
|Counsel. “Their purpose,” Mr. 
Cuneo announced, “is similar to 
jthat of the highly successful 
| Judicial Conferences, or Coun- 
cils, used by Federal and State 
| courts”. 

The Honorable William F. 
Smith, Chief Judge of the U. S. 
| District Court for the District of 
|New Jersey will deliver the key- 
;note address. 

Members of the conference for 
the 22nd Region, who were desig- 
|nated from among active labor- 
|management practitioners and 
educators in the New Jersey area 
}are Albert Blumrosen, Bernard | 
|Cherney, Joseph P. Dunn, Ken- 
;neth L. Estabrook, James E. Fag- 
an, Jacob Friedland, John R. 
| Kelly, Luke A. Kiernan, Jr., Har- 
'old Krieger, Dr. Sidney Kronish, 
Martin J. Loftus, Joseph S. Ober- 
wager, Emil Oxfeld and Thomas 
L. Parsonnet. 

Mr. Cuneo said that upon the 
conclusion of the conference the 
results would be analyzed and 
submitted to the Board’s Gen- 
eral Counsel with appropriate | 
recommendations. 

Additional future conferences 
with other participants are con- 
templated. 











New Laws 


Acting Governor Harper has 
signed the following bills: 
A-404 Chapter 15 April 7 

Amends the Standard Non- 
Forteiture Law (1943) and the 
Standard Valuation Law (1943) | 
so as to give statutory recogni- 
tion to the Commissioner’s 1958 | 
Standard Ordinary Morality 
Table approved by the National 
Association of Insurance Com- | 
missioners. 

A-571 Chapter 16 April 7 

Validates certain devises and | 
deeds to unincorporated units of | 
fraternal societies. 

AJR-13 Chapter JR-6 April 7 

Designates May 1, 1960 as 











“Law Day USA.” 


| 


Essex House in Newark to study | 
possible improvement of methods | made, but in appropriate cases 


| discomfort 


To my mind, change should be 


|pecuniary compensation for ec- 
|onomic loss resulting from pain 
|should be recoverable. Suffer- 
ing can disable.’ A brain surgeon 
writhing in agony cannot oper- 
ate. A tap dancer whose every 
movement causes pain must look 
for other work. An airplane pilot 
who dulls a migraine headache 
with reaction-slowing drugs can- 


|not be trusted with passengers’ 


lives. When this kind of earn- 
ings loss results proximately from 
a defendant’s negligence, it 
should be taken into account on 
the same footing as any other 
disablement. If a claimant 
proves that he will incur on- 
going medical, nursing, or phar- 
maceutical expenses because of 
pain, these too are economic con- 
sequences of his injury which 
should have a place in the law 
of recoverable damages.’ 


But on what grounds can one 
justify an award for suffering 
that does not result in economic 
loss? Lawyers sometimes say 
that these awards really serve to 
compensate claimants for their 
legal expenses. If successful per- 
sonal injury plaintiffs should be 
awarded a reasonable sum for 
legal expenses (and I think they 
should’), a pain and suffering 
recovery is a clumsy substitute. 
Some plaintiffs prove only slight 
even though their 
medical bills and other special 





(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 


* Professor of Law, University of Penn- 
sylvania. - Reprinted from Columbia Law 
Review, Vol. 5f No. 3. 

1. Green, Traffic Victims—Tort Law and 


Insurance 88 (1958). Dean Green believes 
that such a change will decrease liability 
insurance premiums significantly. Jd. at 93. 

2. James, Some Reflections on the Bases 
of Strict Liability, 18 La. L. Rev. 293, 297 
(1958); acord, Seavey, Torts and Atoms, 46 
Calif. L. Rev. 3, 11 (1958). See also Keeton, 
Conditional Fault in the Law of Torte, 72 
Harvard L. Rev. 401, 424 (1959). 

3. See also Zelermyer, Damages for Pain 


' and Suffering, 6 Syracuse L. Rev. 27 (1954). 


4. Plant, Damages for Pain and Suffering, 
19 Ohio St. L.J. 200, 210-11 (1958). 

5. See McCormick, Damages § 18 (1935). 

6. See, e.g., Denco Bus Lines, Inc. ¥. 
Hargis, 204 Okla. 339, 229, P.2d 560 (1951) 
(a neck and back injury damaged the plain- 
tiff mainly through pain which was particu- 
larly disabling because her work as a tel- 
ephone supervisor aggravated her suffering, 
and she was forced to give up her job); 
Kimbriel Produce Co. v. Webster, 185 S.W. 


| 24 198 (Tex. Civ. App. 1944) (a secretary's 


severe injuries disabled her because sitting 
for more than a few moments became un- 
bearable). 

7. See, e.g., Tulsa City Lines, Inc. v. 
Geiger, 275 P.2d 325 (Okla. 1954) (a neck 
injury had been painful for the two years 
that elapsed between accident and trial; 
claimant’s doctor testified that proper therapy 
might have to include surgical severance of 
nerve fiber to relieve this pain). 

8. Though much thought should be given 
to this as an independent problem, it will 
not be discussed in this article. 
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reasons for denying the applica- 
tion. The court then would have 
had a proper foundation for re- 
view of the board’s action. 

The non-joinder of the object- 
ors who appeared at the hearing 
was not error. These persons are 
not necessary or indispensable 
parties to the suit to review the 
board’s action. 

It is clear the trial judge based 
his ruling at least in part on 
matters he observed when he 
viewed the property. Members 
of the board of adjustment may 
view the property and use their 
observations and even take into 
consideration their personal 
knowledge of the property, pro- 
vided they set forth in the record 
what the facts are and how they 
were ascertained. But judicial 
review of the board’s action is 
confined to the record made be- 
fore the board. The judge is not 
in the same position as the board 
members. His sole inquiry is 
whether the board acted proper- 
ly on the evidence before it. He 
may view the scene in order to 
better understand the evidence 
but he may not go outside the 
record and base his ruling on his 
personal knowledge or facts as- 
certained from his personal in- 
spection. 

Remanded to trial court which 
is to direct the board to prepare 
findings of fact and a statement 
of its reasons for denying the 
application, and is thereafter to 
reconsider the matter accord- 


ingly. 











compounded TRUST 


FUNDS 


Funds Insured up to $10,000 
by U. S. Govt. instrumentality 


Transactions may be handled by mail 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage 
Your account or inquiry invited 


MOHAWK 


SAVINGS and Loan Assn. 

40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-0260 

Philip Klein, President 


quarterly 





— 





WILLS — TRUSTS — Where will 
created trust to pay incomé to 
wife for life “and as much of | 
principal as my trustee in its 
sole discretion shall determine 
necessary for her support” 
with remainder “if any” to 
brothers and sisters, and wife 
had no independent estate 
prior to husband’s death, trus- 
tee should consider trust in- 
come but not wife’s separate 
income in determining pay- 
ments out of corpus. 

WILLS — Where will and sur- 
rounding circumstances reveal 
no other indication a provision 
for the widow’s benefit should 
be construed liberally in her 
behalf. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Wick, J. S. C. rendered April 14, 
1960. Chancery Div. Sibson v. Ist 
Nat’l Bank et als. For plaintiff— 
E. Milton Hannold (Hannold & 
Hannold). For trustee — Robert 
E. Gladden (Ross and Gladden, 
and William C. Flowers). For 


remaindermen—John P. Hauch, 


Jr. (Archer, Greiner, Hunter & 
Read). 

Plaintiff brought this action 
for construction of a trust pro- 
vision in her deceased husband’s 
will. Defendants are the trustees 
and the remaindermen. 

The provision gave testator’s 
residuary estate to the trustee 
“To pay ...the net income... 
to my wife for as long as she 
shall live ... and further to pay 
to my said wife, freed and dis- 
charged from all trusts and uses, 
as much of the principal as my 
Trustee in its sole discretion shall 
determine necessary for her sup- 
port, health and maintenance.” 
Following this there is a provi- 
sion to distribute “the remain- 
ing principal, if any,” to testat- 
or’s brothers and sisters. 

At testator’s death and prior 
thereto plaintiff had little or no 
personal estate. Since his death, 
by virtue of insurance and other 
benefits, she accumulated an es- 
tate of about $40,000, most of 
which is in stocks and bonds, 
and also received the house in 
which she and her husband had 
lived as well as a life estate in a 
property in Canada. Her annual 
income from social security, her 
husband’s former employer, trust 
income, and dividends amounts 
to about $6,500 net and her aver- 
age annual expenses have been 
about $3,300. The trust corpus is 
about $115,000. 

Plaintiff contends she is en- 
titled to payment of all her an- 
nual living expenses from corpus 
without consideration of sepa- 
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rate income or trust income. The 
remaindermen contend she is 
only entitled to payments for 
| Support from corpus when all 
her other sources of income are 
inadequate. The remaindermen 
point to the word “necessary” in 
the quoted provision and argue 
this refers only to possible inad- 
equacy of other income and in- 
dicates an intent that the provi- 
sion for use of corpus was only 
as an insurance against need re- 
stricted to emergency situations. 
Plaintiff points to the fact that 
testator indicated his liberality 
to her by providing that the gift 
over is only of so much of the 
principal as remains “if any” and 
says the word “necessary” was 
merely a somewhat redundant 
reference to the fact that all her 
normal living expenses were to 
be paid from corpus. 

Held: The use of the word 
“necessary” without any explan- 
ation of its meaning, creates an 
ambiguity. Resort then must be 
had to the other parts of the will 
to determine testator’s intent. 
The fact that he contemplated 
the possibility that there might 
be no corpus left for remainder- 
men and that there is no expres- 
sion in the will of a concern that 
something be left for them, in- 
dicates the primary object of his 
bounty in the use of the corpus 
was his wife. The intention man- 
ifested is that the use of corpus 
is to be liberal and not just a 
stopgap against the vicissitudes 
of life. Certainly the inclusion of 
the wife’s separate income as a 
factor in determining whether 
the use of corpus is necessary for 
her support is inconsistent with 
this intended liberal use of cor- 
pus. This is particularly so in 
view of the fact that plaintiff 
had no separate estate or sep- 
arate income when the will was 
made or testator died. Testator 
did not want the use of corpus 
so limited and therefore the 
wife’s separate income, at least, 
must not be considered. 

The same conciusion would be 
reached even if such liberality 
were not found in the use of the 
words “if any”. The will and sur- 
rounding circumstances reveal 
no other indication as to whether 


not, and the general rule of con- 
struction that “a will for the 
widow’s benefit should be liber- 
ally construed in her behalf”, 
would then result in the same 
construction and conclusion. 
The question then remains 


to be? Did he intend support | 
solely and wholly out of corpus 
or only insofar as the trust in- | 
come was inadequate? 

| Plaintiff relies heavily on the 
at there is no express re- 
|ference to inadequacy of trust 











j}income and argues there are two 


| distinct gifts, one of income and 
/one of support out of corpus. De- 
|fendants point to the same ab- 
/sence of such limiting provision 
|as sustaining their position that 
/all income is to be considered. 
But the absence of such phrase 
or provision is not of the signifi- 
cance the parties give it. In the 
under consideration 

“for her support, 
refer 


words 


|to both the disposition of income | 


land principal. From this stand- 
|point, the word “necessary” and 
|the use of corpus is related to 


|the possible inadequacy of trust 


|income. 


| None of the cases cited by 


| plaintiff arrive at or would sup- | 


port the construction proposed 


{defendants reach the result as- 
iserted by them but in each of 


use of corpus was to be liberal or | 


how liberal the testator meant | 


by her. Two of the cases cited by | 


WILLS — The test of ademption 
of a specific legacy is whether 
the subject is lost, destroyed 
or subsequently disposed of by 
testator, or so altered in form, 
by testator’s subsequent acts, 
as to indicate a change in test- 
amentary intent on his part. 

—Held, on facts, bequest of 
moneys on deposit in named 
banks was not adeemed by 
transfer of the funds by test- 
ator to other banks apparently 
for his convenience because of 
a change of his domicile. 

—Where the place of a thing 
bequeathed is merely descrip- 
tive the removal of the thing 
to another place does not work 
an ademption. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Schalick, J. S. C., (temporarily 
assigned) rendered April 14, 1960. 
Appellate Div. In re Estate of 
Hall. For appellant William Hall 
—Frederic Baar. For respondent 
Harknett—Charles Wollny. For 
administrator C.T.A. — Smith, 
Slingerland, Trauth & Holz. 

The issue presented by a stip- 
ulation of facts is whether a 
specific bequest of certain bank 
accounts has been adeemed by 
transfer of the moneys from the 
banks named in the will to other 
banks. The County Court held 
the bequest was adeemed by the 
transfer and that the moneys 
therefore became part of the 
residuary estate. The specific 
legatees appeal. 

The will was made in 1948 
when testator resided in Ro- 
chester, New York. It contained 
but four articles or items and 
provided in the first for payment 
of debts, in the second for a be- 
quest of $100 to Harknett and 
then: 

“Third: I give and bequeath all 
the rest, residue and remainder 
of my property which shall be 
in the form of bank accounts in 
the” A, B, C, and D banks “and 
in the form of stocks which I 
i{may die possessed to my nieces 
and nephew ... share and share 
alike. 

“Further: All the rest, residue 
and remainder of my property of 
| whatsoever nature and whereso- 
lever situate, I give and bequeath 
to ... Harknett”. 
| At the time of the making of 
the will testator had savings ac- 
jcounts in the four Rochester 
;|banks mentioned. Thereafter he 
{moved to Maplewood, N. J. where 
|he died in 1957. In August 1955 
|testator closed the accounts in 
the Rochester banks receiving a 
total sum of $5,843.78 which he 





| deposited in two Maplewood 
| banks. 
The total estate was about 


| $15,000, most of which except for 


| the bank accounts was in shares 
| Of stock. 

Held: The test of ademption 
of a specific legacy is whether 
| the subject is lost, destroyed or 
'subsequently disposed of by test- 
jator, or so altered in form, by 
| testator’s subsequent acts, as to 
‘indicate a change of testament- 
ary intent on his part. Converse- 
lly, if the subject, although some- 
‘what changed in form, be not 
|sufficiently changed to indicate 
change of testamentary intent, 
|there is no ademption. 

The precise question here is 


therefore whether the intent of | 


testator was so to delimit and 
‘confine the subject matter of the 
bequest that if the money should 





;the estate was substant 
| ferent when the will w 
|from when testator 4 
{bank accounts were a 
|substantial part of thé 
|The will gives the specific 
'tees the bank accounts 





|counsel fees on the ap 
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Morris Bar And Banke, ~ 

To Hold Joint Dinner 
And Golf Outing wi 
The Bar Association of Mor, 
County and the Morris » nh 
Bankers Association will h I 
annual joint dinner and golf, dt ( 
ing at the Knoll Golf py t 
Boonton on Thursday, Ma i I 
| The golf course will be avail ala t 
all day and dinner will be i 
at the club at 6:30 P.M. t 
The guest speaker at the ¢: . 
ner will be John R. Kelly, p>: ‘ 
ident of the New Jersey . 
Bar Association. \ 
Dinner reservations are gy -. 
each and green fees $5.00. pf ** 
ner reservations are to be m 14, 
with Owen F. O’Donnell, Dur 
golf arrangements with u0r 
Sweeney, Esq. _ 
— est 
be transferred by him to ot: *” 
depositories purely for his _ 
convenience, as was obvi R 
case here, the bequest w awa 
fore necessarily revoked non 
the money was no longer in ‘:::,m °4! 
form of bank accounts” in +: did 
specific banks named in the = 
In Pendergast v. Walsh, % oe 
N. J. Eq., 149, involving 2M byt 
situation, the court held that tf gor: 

gift was of money, that the pla: 

of deposit was merely used afm . 
descriptive of the tl! — 
queathed, and that re: gard 
the money from one place t = 
other did not work an ad ers 
tion. The court declared pion 
naming of the banks -_ 
used to identify the pa ands 
money given, and it is e burd 
settled that where the p able 
merely descriptive the remorz 1950, 
of the things to another place: fm “4° 
immaterial.” se 
The philosophy of the Pen onder- hic) 
gast decision is applicab] the Sned 
|circumstances of the 5 ment 

j;case. There is nothing to show 


testator’s stocks. Thus, i 
cates he probably int 
leave the bulk of his 
estate to his nieces a1 
and only $100 (plus 
might remain in the res 
Harknett. In any event, it 
parent he wanted his ni nd 
nephew to have the funds = 
question rather than Harknet 
and it appears inconsistent 
such intent to deduce a! 
by him to alter the objects 
bounty so radically merely 
cause of a change in the pl 
deposit as the natural | r 
a removal of his domi 
Rochester to Maplewoo d. 


The location named in th 
was the location of th 
when the will was made 
location identified the 
but it was not a vital term 0: = 
bequest. The change in place > | 






deposit did not affect the su* 
stance of the gift. " 
Reversed. | 
s, ion | 
Application being made “@| 


R.R. 1:9-3, by the att 
the contesting partie: : 
allowed $350 plus actua 
bursements. 











IMPORTANT 


...toall N. J. State Bar Association Members 
and their employees 


SPECIAL ENROLLMENT period for 


GROUP LIFE PLAN 


ithese the life tenant had a sub- | 


PROMPT © EFFICIENT © COMPLETE : 
stantial separate estate and sep- 


INSURANCE 





A Pioneer New Jersey Institution }arate income before testator’s | 
Serving Attorneys and Investors Since 1926 |death and had not been receiv- | = ° 
EXCLUSIVELY Full Attorney Cooperation | ing financial assistance from | will terminate APRIL 30, 1960 
— | him. 
| 


er) 


FRANKLIN 


- NSURANCE 


... forward applications NOW 


Judgment will be entered di- | 


| recting the trustee to make pay- ie 
| ments out of corpus to the extent | to the Administrator | 


the trust income is insufficient to JOHN A. COUCH, JR.. AGENCY, INC. 


| maintain plaintiff in a manner 9.4900 
| similar to that enjoyed by her|| 494 Broad Street, Newark, N. J. MArket 2-4 


| while her husband was alive 


FRANKLIN 


TITLE I} COMPANY 
405 Seventh Ave. Newark 7, N. J. 
HUmbold? 2-3900 





URAN CE 


NSUI 


= 
RELIABILITY 


SINCE 1926 
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“4 DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS Attorney General's U.S. District Court Decision 


, i MPENSATION | ‘ati Opinions 
| WORKMEN'S CO SATION ployee benefit association of P JURISDICTION — LABOR — _of lack of jurisdiction. 


employer organized | from workmen’s ion. | RS eRe é Bet a ee 
Baggs As a a On the ioaieieas deca —— | FORMAL OPINION 1960 - NO. 8 Plaintiff was discharged by his Plaintiff asserts jurisdiction is 
an : | Hon. Edward J. Patten employer for alleged theft. He/in the U. S. District Court by 


ion or program which is ad-/|the petition for compensation > ; 2 : 
ai jo fr by the same plant | was a filed within > gees of | Secretary of State sueg his employer in separate virtue of Section 301 (a) of the 
dt officials and plant doctors as/|the accident, it was filed “within You have requested our opin- |counts~for wrongful discharge | Taft Hartley Act and under Title 


the workmen’s compensation | two years after the last payment |ion whether the Secretary of|and for false imprisonment, his | 1 of the Labor-Management Rela- 
program so that it appears to | of compensation” as provided in |State should accept service of Union in the third count for /tous Act of 1900. 

the workman as a company |the later portion of R.S. 34:15-51. | Process on foreign corporations} alleged failure to prosecute his; Held: Section 301(a) of the 
project, payments and medical| The medical and surgical ser- | 0ing business in this State, but | 8Tievance against such dis-|Taft Hartley Act only confers 
treatment received from the |vices and payments received |not authorized to do business charge, and both his Union and | jurisdiction in suits between a 
association for a compensable |through the employee associa- | here. employer in the fourth count for|Union and an employer or be- 


accident are payments of part|tion must be considered “a part} Supreme Court Revised Rule conspiracy for the acts alleged | tween Unions but does not con- 




















Pres compensation by the employer |of the compensation . . . paid by | 4:4-4, relating to personal serv- |!” ei and = Sic Union | fer jurisdiction in suits be- 
ee within R.S. 34:15-51. |the employer” within the mean-|ice upon corporations, provides | MOVES 10 dismiss as to It because | tween an employee and the Un- 
ing of the statute. The purpose | that under conditions prescribed ion. While plaintiff might sue 






P Digested ae 9 copmon BF | As the statutory provisions toll- | therein personal service may be Court May Compel the Union at common law in the 


vi Kalteissen, J.C. C. rendered April |. 4 “ae ; “ * 4 “ 
Dz <4 1960. Middlesex County Court. |ing the 2 year limitation by pay- | made upon a corporation “ by| Father To Give Minor Son = ee yon. poi 
mail Dunay v. International. For peti- |™€0t of part compensation is to | delivering a copy of the sum- College Educati iversi is ; 
0. ane wanes iis William F. Nies (Gra- prevent employers and their in-!mons and complaint to any g ucation no diversity this court has no 
haria eo oe as For |Surers from lulling the injured | person authorized by appoint-| Jackson, Miss. (AC (ACCN) — The jurisdiction of that common law 
mepondent — Toolan, Haney & |¢™Ployee into a false assumption | ment or by law to receive service |State Supreme Court ruled that | Swit and the Taft Hartly Act does 

=F eo ond (James P. Haney, ap- |f Security and consequential in- | of process on behalf of the cor-| courts had a legal right to com- not grant such jurisdiction. 
Othe ME arin) , |action and tardiness by means | poration ...”. (Emphasis added).| pel a father to provide funds for|,, 1%, Teference to the Labor 
 anieialtl of voluntary assistance. The fur-|It should be noted that R.R 1] , h i Management Relations Act of 
Respondent appeals from an “at | colese education for his minor| 1959 Title I deals solely with 


nishing of medical services by |4:4-4 does not state under what/ child the custody of whom had 
the employer is “payment for | circumstances the Secretary of|peen awarded to the mother. 
| compensation”. State is a “person authorized by} Justice James G. Holmes up- 
Respondent organized the em- | appointment or by law to receive|held a ruling of the Yalobusha 
ployee benefit association which | service of process”, but merely| County Chancery Court which 
rsponderance of the evidence | 2PPears to the workman as a | provides that if he is such 4a| ordered E. C. Pass to increase his | +; Pkt 
by the statute of limitations un- |imdependent entity. Both thejupon him. _ er, Nancy, from $50 to $90 4! protects the member from viola- 
tor RS. 34:15-51. |workmen’s compensation and N.JS. 2A:15-26 prescribes the|month so she could attend the tion by his Union of the various 
a ee Tae }employee benefit programs were |circumstances under which the University of Mississippi. rights of membership specified 
‘Held: Reviewing and weighing | administered by the same person | Secretary of State is authorized) Holmes expanded on the rul- therein, and confers jurisdiction 
the evidence, and giving due re- | in the same office. The same doc-]and directed to accept service| ing pb ing that in this d ; a ; J 
zard to the deputy director’s | tors provided treatment in either ‘Suaad g by saying that in ay &/in this court in case of such vio- 
inion of the credibility of the |case. This arran tain. {on Process on foreign  corpora- | college education might be nec-| lations. It deals essentially with 
dpinlol . gement certain- | tions which are transacting busi- essary to enable a person to dis-| the member’s intra-Union rights 


award of compensation to peti- 
sioner for a back injury sustain- 
ed in 1950. It contends petitioner 
did not prove he had sustained 
3 compensable back injury by a 


internal political and civil rights 
as between Union members and 
their Union, and in certain spec- 
ified respects, and not with a 
member’s rights under a collec- 














to : 

; witnesses, as is the duty of the /ly has the effect of lulling the | ness in New Jersey. That section | char 

deme towin wag ge the duties of good citi-| and does not deal with any de- 

to the reviewing court in a workmen’s employee into a false assumption | relates only to “process in any zenship. rivative rights under a eniieasion 
compensation appeal, the court |of security. — ; action commenced in any of the Seen bargaining agreement, which 
inds petitioner sustained the/ The obligation to furnish med-| courts of this State against a | acne 


burden of proving a compens- |ical treatment for a compensable domestic corporation or a foreign aenen Been ne Sa 


able back injury in December |injury is on the employer. The i i B. Emory h ae 

ae a fe ’ corporation authorized to trans- James B. ory hasopenedan| o inion by Hartshorne, D. J. 
#90, that the plant doctor was | inaction of the company in not | act business in this State . . .”.| office for the general practice of| fled April 6 in Allen v. Armored 
called to petitioner's home the|paying for these treatments | (Emphasis added). law at 75 Oak Street, Ridgewood,| etc. Civil No. 481-59. For plain- 
ode Ae ye grow him at|must be considered authoriza-| Our opinion, therefore, is that | specializing in the preparation| tif, Robert C. Gruhin. For de- 
re e for 4 or 5 weeks during |tion to petitioner to obtain all} you do not have the authority to|and trial of accident cases. | fendant — Parsonnet, Weitzman 


which time petitioner was con- | treatment which respondent was] ace e fr 
aarp : : pt service of process on any & Oransky. 
‘ned to bed. Subsequent treat- | required to furnish. The employ- foreign corporation which is not} a marriage (although not neces- 


nents were prescribed by the/er, having accepted the benefits| 4uthorized to transact business| sarily all the obligations thereof) 

















































company physicians after he re- of payment of bills by the em- |]; cay ; 
d to work. In 1955 and 1956 | ployee association properly ™ os gi yours port eo Gua peg Bo Bagger 
pe ne ge ge surgery on |chargeable to the employer for DAVID D. FURMAN 'NJ. Misc. 880 (Chan. 1936). A 
nis back by Dr. Schwartz to|services to an employee injured teppei: | sae pe ile ‘ 
whom petitioner had been re-|in a compensable accident, may rages ya Pipe mending panes ener ae ss 
‘erred by the plant physician. | not deny that treatments rend- in egy t otic id | 
This surgery was furnished at the|ered by plant physicians were Deputy Attorney General latter holds the marriage void | 
of and in behalf of the! the act of the employer. | ab initio. Wigder v. Wigder, su- Plant Founded In 1888 
ny. Medical treatment was| Petitioner may not be barred he go Sey 1960 - NO. 7 | ar gee Prcnenig  o 
after continued until Jan-|from the benefits of the Work- | #0n. Jonn /Kervick | Fy ? , 
57. men’s Compensation Act by acts | State Treasurer fovea after her husband’s COMPLETE TITLE SERVICE 
titioner received $8 a week Of his employer in creating a} You have asked our opinion enn hata etn ee mye THROUGHOUT 
om an employee benefit associ- | Situation designed to provide a | whether a former widow of a war Ghittevates cites tha. fost at bes 


ition from 1950 to 1952. The as- | false sense of security to an in-| veteran who, upon remarriage, , . New Jersey, Pennsylvania 
30¢ n is supported by weekly |jured employee. Workmen can-|loses the exemption from tem as a legal event, or Ys y : 





ents deducted from the not be required to differentiate | ation granted her by Art, vit, | 5. a ann . Pig sting ps Delaware, Maryland, 
of the employees by re-|between employee benefit and |Sec. 1, Par. 3 of the New Jersey bomen eS ae aw oe ae Connecticut, 
lent company. The associa- |WOrkmen’s compensation pro-}Constitution and NJS.A. 54:-|" wae therefore wish to advise Rhode Island, 
program is administered | grams administered by the same | 4-3.12i et seq. is entitled to have| ; “ sokut : 
ese 5a BEC : ay | you that a former widow of a war District of Columbia 
Wa member of respondent s plant officials and the same such exemption restored upon | veteran wh has 1] st h ° 
yersonnel department and the Plant doctors. |the termination of her second|,i97 = sg wie ge and Florida 
same person also handles the, Affirmed. | marriage by divorce. ~ aps oasis ah 





ien’s compensation bene- A tax exemption is granted to a = Ce pee ot one CHELSEA TITLE and 
Bearer: Announcements em ar i, Gee, peemamarrage by avorce. | GUARANTY COMPANY 


e Cross and Blue Shield Barkalow, McGowan & Krusen | par. ee N.J.S.A. 54:4-3.12j. | pe Sey mn A Main Office: 








the #2 tly by the association.) announce the removal of their | Neither the statute nor the Con- Attorney General Boardwalk National Bank 
. funds te doctors treat em- law offices to 64 West Main| stitution defines the phrase) Tie Sleree Sieuciain Building 
whether the payments | Street, Freehold, as of April 25,/“widow. .. during her widow- | nea, 4 Atlantic City, N. J. 


Deputy Attorney General 





“Mmately come from the em- ‘1960. hood.” Therefore, in the absence | 
— of any indication of a contrary | 


| legislati intent, t h | iodine 
| He eye onatened te have ite|| HAVE IT REPORTED — THE RECORD NEVER FORGETS 


TITLE INSURANCE /[2.2° °°" “2"| KABOT, BATTAGLIA & HAMMER 


| 
The term ‘widow has been | (Formerly Louis Kabot & Associates) 
defined by judicial decisions as| 















































THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY “a woman who has lost her| CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 
husband by death and is still un- | 
married.” Block v. P. & G. Realty | DEPOSITION SPECIALISTS 
| Co., 96 N.J. 159, 160 (Chan. 1924). | 24 COMMERCE STREET 
This legal definition of the term| NOTARIES PUBLIC NEWARK 2, N. J. 
is in accordance with common | Master of the Superior Court MArket 2-6644 
¢ * * * usage. See Montclair Trust Co. 
rs v. Reynolds, 141 N.J. Eq. 276, 279 | — STATE WIDE SERVICE — 
(Chan. 1948). Therefore. a tax-| 
payer who would otherwise be}. = 
entitled to a tax exemption as a| Prompt—Accurate—Reasonable 
widow of a& war veteran loses her ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States 
jexemption upon remarriage, | Courts. 
kre — Fete pec CERTIFICATES of regularity of proceedings or corporate 
Nd 0... 04:4-5. i standing. 
NEW JERSEY REALTY recognizes that the remarriage ||) sfARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States 
of a former widow terminates | Courts. | 
tN i her widowhood and, therefore,|]! JNFORMATION and forms in any of the departments at | 
TITLE INSURANCE co. }also her tax exemption — Trenton. - 
| IrCw If f er widow of a war | 
| NEWARK ‘veteran has, Yesminated’ Wer || THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. 
| aoe ’ aac ee aera = j NATIONAL NEWARK & TRENTON TRUST BLDG. 
90 TRENTON @ HACKENSACK fovea jr May pt ESSEX BIDG TRENTON 8 NJ. 
: | is INCWICK _ nl Ss y i S 
NEW BRUNSWICK e FREEHOLD ‘when her second marriage ends NEWARK 2, N. J. Tel. EXport 6-8439 














Tel. MArket 3-2200 





— in divorce. A divorce terminates 
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SHOULD THE COURT RULES BE REVISED? 


In its current report, printed in our March 24, 1930 issue, the 
Supreme Court’s Committee On Rules suggests consideration of 
the general policy on revision of the rules and asks these questions: 
Should there be a general revision of the rules and if so, when? 
Should the rules be revised in their entirety at one time, or should 
the job be done in segments? On whom should the responsibility for 
revision fall? 

Relative stability was the hope of the bench and the bar when 
the 1953 general revision was adopted. In announcing that project, 
the Supreme Court said: 


the Rules may thus be 


“It is the hope of the Court that 
stabilized an d that thereafter amendments will be less 
in the transition years.” (76 N. J. L. J. Index 
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al 


in part. One 
changes. 
averaging 


as been realized only 
adopted about 67 rules 
changes have been made, 


about ince 1953 
been these ri changes need not be dis- 
ay may be salutary. It reflects a readiness to 





st Revision was inadequate to meet changing 
e usefulness of the Judicial Conference 


im th 





cor sory c Reneewrars to the Court. As has been 
I i however, is New Jersey's guaranty 
the endurance of obsolescence 





tration of justice.” (80 N. J. 
upreme Court's Rules Committee felt 
jor changes of merit which 
policy, it reported that 


> of Ber ysiciiag importance 


I srved b by hol ding all proposed 
future date. Nevertheless 


ome 40 rules changes. This 
henever and as often as the 


plish 5 
. Eli 
Jia 


fea 
a =) 


Rearranging 
minating am- 
rovisions has 
goers: ste in 1948. 



















ocedure which 
s and develop- 
fundamentals | 
done by taking a 
ch year: For 
1e next, 





that there 
tor of the 
Adminis- 
1nd develop 
improve- 
uld be for- 
nted 
sec- 
would for- 
udicial Conference. 
] operati ions of 
is claimed, 
viso ry Com- 
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Big Plans Under Way For Law Day; Observance To | 


Be Largest So Far 


There’s no longer any doubt | and urge that the “spots” be 
that the 1960 observance of Law| used during the period of April 
Day USA on and near May 1/20 to May 1. The local contacts 
will be the largest since the| will increase the chances that 
event was inaugurated in 1958.| they will be broadcast on free | 
Reports coming in from all parts| public service time. Then too, 
of the country point to a scale| wherever possible, the “spots” 
can be revised to include infor- | 


of planning well beyond that of | 
the last two years. mation about local observances. 


It appears that almost all of 
the 1,400 bar associations in the | Calendar Backlog 
country have Law Day commit- 

tees at work. More than 800 as- Increased 
sociations have furnished the 
names of their chairmen to ABA 
Everywhere there 
reports of committees ar- 
ranging for programs in schools, 
courts and service clubs. And in 
dozens of cities all clergymen 
have been invited to devote their 
May 1 sermons to the objectives 
of the day. 

In scores of courtrooms across 
the country special public cere- 
monies will take place. In at 
least three instances state 
supreme courts will participate. 
these will be held by the 
on Supreme Court in Pend- 
one phase of a big 


Caseload Sacvensind Sie all Courts | 


The ouneal report of the Ad- 
ministrative Office of the Courts, 
for the court year 1958-1959 in- | 
dicates that caseloads have been 
increasing in practically all | 
courts and that calendar back- 
log has consequently grown de- 
spite the use of all recognized 
acceptable means of attacking | 
calendar congestion and the in- | 
creased disposition of cases. The | 
report reiterates the plea of 
Chief Justice Weintraub for ad- | 
|ditional judges to handle the 
increased caseload and to curb | 
the growing calendar backlog. | 
Statewide Oregon observance. | py report further states that | 
Sixty prominent citizens are| while “New Jersey has already 
an Oregon Law Day put to use most of the means of 
committee. Another) attacking calendar congestion 
where for the | that are generally considered to 
first time the Illinois Supreme | pe desirable”, careful study has 
Court will hold an official session | heen and should continue to be 
in the new Weymouth Kirkland | given “to the development of 
model courtroom of the Univer-|new and better pretrial, calen- 
sity of Chicago law school. The | qaring and trial methods and 
court’s April session will be the | techniques.” 
first ever held outside Spring- | Appellate Division 
field, and will be part of a three- The report indicates that al- 
day U. of C. dedication program |though more appeals were dis- 
linked with Law Day. posed of in the Appellate Divi- 

On May 1, Gov. Nelson Rocke-|<ion than in the prior year, the 
feller, UN Secretary General Dag | pivision wound up the year with 
Hammarskjold ,and Viscount Kil-/its calendars in poorer shape 
muir, the Lord High Chancellor |/than at the start of the year. 
of Great Britain will speak at |This was attributable to a 15% 
ceremonies climaxing the dedi-|increase in appeals, the report 
cation events. Presidents of state | states. The report recommends | 
bar associations and local bar|the assignment of two more 
associations represented in the | judges to the division to permit 
A.B.A. House of Delegates have |two parts of five judges each but 
been invited along with law that until this can be done, one | 
school deans, pre-legal advisers | additional judge should be as- | 
and others to march in the|signed to set up three parts of | 
academic procession that is to!three judges each. The regular | 
be a highlight of the University |assienment this year was two | 
of Chicago Law Day ceremony. parts with four judges each. 
On the same afternoon of May Law Division 
1 there will be an open house In the Law Division of the 
for the visiting bar and academic Superior and County Courts, the | 
dignitaries at the American Bar litigation volume was up 12 per 
Center. cent over a year ago and though | 

Another standout program will dispositions were increased by 
be Philadelphia’s on Monday, '5-; the pending cases rose 33%. 
May 2. There the Supreme Court}, nine year study showed that | 


as 


laymen's 





| 


af Pennsylvania will hold an jitigation in this division had in- | 
official session in historic Inde- | creased 67% in that period and | 


pendence Hall, followed by a 
procession of federal and state 
court judges to Independence 
Square for a notable program 
including special naturalization 
proceedings and the awarding of 
15 prizes to high school student 
winners of an essay contest for 


that though case dispositions 
had increased by 28% the num- | 
ber of pending cases went up| 
137% in the period. The report |‘ 
further indicates that nine years 
ago less than 300 cases were over 
a year old, while at the close of | 
the court year there were 2,315 | 


| which the Philadelphia Bar As-/| cases on the calendars over a! 

}sociation is awarding $1,500 in year old. 

| pau zes. The contest subject is The primary congestion is in 
“Why I Always Respect the Law.” Bergen, Essex, Hudson, Middle- | 


and | 


| chial 


About 1,500 student leaders will 

2 brought to the ceremonies by 
tore buses from public, paro- 
and private schools, and 
the president of the Philadelphia 
Board of Education will award 


sex, Monmouth, Passaic and Un- 
ion Counties. The time elapsed 
between filing and trial has in- 
creased from 6-8 months, to 11 
months in Bergen and 17 months 
in Middlesex. More judges are 








the prizes. | meeded in these metropolitan 
During the first week of April counties. the report states, to 
the American Heritage Founda- bring the calendars up to date 
tion, again cooperating yith and to cope with the ever in- 
ABA, mailed out spot radio-TV creasing case load. 
announcements to some 3,600 = eee 
radio and _ television ecg Bound Volumes 
throughout the country. In ad- . 
dition editorial material was Available 





mailed by the Heritage Founda- 


The bound volumes of 


tion to about 700 leading news- the 
papers. The latter mailings went 1959 Law Journals are now 
to editorial page editors of news- availabl <n ' 
papers in cities over - 000 popu- Attractively and _ sturdily 
lation bound in tan buckram, they 
At the same time the radio- ™#ke a useful addition to your 
TV mailings went out, the ABA /4¥ library and keep the year’s 
sent duplicates of the spot an- /#¥ Journals for permanent, 
: rene ak - nas easy reference. 
nouncements to all bar presi- = apes ne i 
dents, Law Day chairmen, and | ¢, hack di Bi ga . 
secretaries. This is to enable rae, Coe earner: 


Order your copy today! 


them to contact local stations or eed 





| sent 


| lationships 


| her 


| months’ 
| she would 


|not invariably end in the 
jup of 
| though 


| State to preserve 


| final sundering of the n 


|chairman 


iin 


| 


| Transactions”. 


Court Rules Husband 
May Evict Estranged 
Wife 


New York (ACCN)—The State 


| Supreme Court’s Appellate pj. 


vision recently upheld a man 
| right to evict his estranged wif 
| from their home. 

Justice Samuel Hofstadte; 
| wrote a vigorous dissent to th; 


| 2-1 majority ruling of the cour: 


He said in his nine-page gis. 
that the decision was ; 
misinterpretation of the lay 
and could set a precedent tha: 
might imperil and embitter re. 

between Marrieg 
couples whose quarrels otherwis 
could be resolved. 

In this case, Mrs. Helen Hausix 
decided that she and her husban¢ 
Adolph. a real estate operato; 
should no longer live togethe; 
in their $650 a month coopera- 
tive apartment in New York Cit; 

She received permission : 
husband, who owns 
|apartment, to remain there a 
he moved to another apartm 

In a letter from Mrs. Tausik 
to her husband Jan. 4, 1959, she 
| said she would not remain in the 
apartment “any longer than ty 
’ adding that by th 
“find a perms anen: 
place into which to move.’ 

After two months had elapsed 
Tausik brought’ eviction pro- 
ceedings against his wife. Justice 
Guy Ribaudo, in Manhattar. 
Municipal Court, ordered Mr; 
Tausik to move. 

Mrs. Tausik appealed to 
Appellate Division which upheld 
the lower court’s ruling: 

“The wife’s choice of 
operative apartment owned »b 
her husband as her temporan 
abode following her decision : 
leave him did not entitle her: 
possession of such apartment 
of right. At the expiration of 
two-month period, Otic 









fron 














the co- 









upon notice 







to quit, she was a trespasser 
Justice Hofstadter, in ae dis- 

senting opinion, noted that the 
Tausiks had not been 1 


separated or divorced and 
they had not entered int 
formal separation agreen 

He said, “Strained 


re 


lation: 
between husband and wife neé 





the union; rifts, 
serious, may - an 
often are healed and bridged 

“It is the settled si ae 
the 








marriage 


|relation and to encourage every 
imeasure towards that 


“A summary proceeain 
the removal of a spouse f 
family home, before th 
been a legal separation, 
the face of that policy. 

“Instead of arresting,” ! 

‘it hastens and encoura 


tie. It tends to obstruct 2 
than to open the path ¢ 
ciliation.”’ i 

Hofstadter concluded, oe 
law cannot countenance such # 
easy method of destroying maz: 
riage and the family.” 


Federal Bar Tax Lecture 











The Federal Bar Assn 
York, New Jersey and Co 
cut will hold the seco 
series of Tax Lectures u 
auspices of its Tax Com 
on Monday, April 25th ; 
P.M., at the U. S. Court 
Foley Square, N. Y. C. The © 
ject will be “Current Deve." 
ments in Estate Planning 

The material to be cov 
cludes the role of gifts 
rule on income accumu 
trusts, public offering 
of closely held corpor wi 
the use of insurance in 9UF-* 
agreements. 

The speaker will be 
Greenfield, Executive \ 
ident of the associa 
of the Tax © 
tee. He is co-author of tHe 
“Sale - Leasebacks and ‘ 
Real Estate and Equip== 
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Liability For Pain and Suffering 


| | 
| Thus, most collectible personal | 





Continued from page 1) 


| injury judgments function like | 
social security for those whose 






——_——___—__ ] Victim belonged to different 
jamages are relatively large; |cjans, the court’s judgment mere- 
-heir awards for pain may fall 
short of their legal expense.’ 
Some plaintiffs prove agony and 
wre given an award for suffer- 
‘ng many times as large as their 
jamages for economic loss; their 
wwards for pain may be much 
: than a reasonable attor- 
fee for recovering the rest 
verdict.” Furthermore, 
juries may both allow 
”s fees and award dam- 
pain and suffering. In 
‘ent Pennsylvania personal 
njury suit, the jury came in with 
A yerdict for 15,000 dollars, plus 
medical and hospital expenses 
f over 800 dollars, plus all court 
sts and attorney’s fees. he 
-rial judge ordered the to 
reconsider their verdict and to 
jelete any award for legal ex- 
es or costs. They retired for 
1inutes and returned a new 
ict for 25,000 dollars. The 
ylvania Supreme _ Court 
“I]t is clear that the first 
. was undoubtedly in- 

n to be compensation for 
l elements of damage—includ- 
in and suffering ... The 
s verdict [for] $25,000 
vas a patent method of adding 
attorney’s fees and Court costs 
y indirection ...’"' Perhaps the 
main difference between this and 
cases in which the jury’s 
intentions are less obvious is 
‘hat the protean nature of the 
in and suffering award masks 
jury’s mathematics.” Per- 
s this points to only one in- 


miscreant’s acts. No further gov- 
ernmental sanction was needed 
to dispose the wrongdoer’s clan 
to offer suitable reparation. Of 
course the pain that had been 
more ing on the righteous wrath to 
be appeased. 

Not until the eighteenth cen- 





¢ 
a 
he 





sault and battery fully disen- 
gaged from liability without fault 
for direct injuries.” Affirmatively 
stated, the common law devel- 
oped the principle that a blame- 
worthy injurer should pay for 
the harm he does. This princi- 
ple calls for payment for suffer- 
ing inflicted and thus recognizes 
that the wrongdoer is to blame 
for it. If injurers were not liable 
for the suffering they cause, the 
law would not reflect the notion 
that they are morally responsi- 
ble for it. Something primitive 
in us 
mark the bounds of a wrong- 
doer’s guilt. Perhaps also a de- 
sire to avoid an Official pro- 
nouncement of guilt for inflict- 
ing pain on others deters us from 
wrongdoing more effectively than 
threats of either criminal pun- 
ishment or civil liability.’ 
When a defendant has been 
found guilty of an intentional 
injury, our morality still calls 
for proclaiming his responsibility 
for the pain and suffering he 
has caused. He should not be 
allowed to shift the smart of 


jury 







% 


me 
ten 


+ 





| lay.“ When a wrongdoer and his | 
| 


ly expressed disapproval of the | 


inflicted on the victim had bear- | 


tury was the common law of as- | 


seems Satisfied when we} 


|liability’s ambit—in the sense 


|} are paid are th 
bility insurance; the costs of re- 
paration are widely dispersed and 
are reflected in insurance pre- 
miums, transportation fares, 
freight rates, and (less striking- 
ly) in the of consumer 
| goods. 

The image of the law afford- 
ing special pocket money to suf- 
ferers for books, television sets, 
and other distractions from pain 
is appealing—especially since it 
looks (abstractly) like no great 
burden. But the day of damages 
for pain is not always calculated 
to provide only small diversions 
for sufferers. Courts depart most 
clearly from that objective where 
statutes entitle a relative of a 
mortally injured person to re- 
cover for the dead man’s pain 
and suffering. The Supreme 
Court of Wisconsin struggled to 
temper such an award in Blais- 
dell v. Allstate Ins. Co.,” a case 
in which a woman lived semi- 
conscious of pain for seven hours 
after an automobile ran her 
down. The jury awarded relatives 
5,000 dollars for her pain. The 
appellate court found a reason- 
able allowance could be no more 
than 3,500 dollars. The court re- 
viewed similar decisions approv- 
ing substantial, though modest, 
awards to relatives for their de- 
cedent’s suffering. Some awards 
have not been so modest.” The 
Blaisdell case tried in a 
state in which liability insur- 


prices 


was 








e of a vice inherent in all 
ury trials, viz., that instructions 
re a poor way of controlling 
urors. If juries were ordered to 
aluate only proved economic 
$5 however, gross disobedi- 


such liability to an insurer. Pro- 
fessor Patterson has said that if 
the proceeds of liability insur- 
ance are paid to a victim of an| 
intentional wrongdoer, “the| 
courts should, on grounds of | 











would glare and yield to public policy, give the liability | 
idicial correction. insurer a right of indemnity a- | 
( however, that in a painst the person willfully caus- | 

ar case the verdict for jno the injury...” 


and suffering is moderate 
d as fair an evaluation as 
possible.* What justifies such 
ransfer of funds? 

nship societies, it is said, 
lated legal relations be- 
1 clans only by judicial pro- 
cement on where the right 


However, very few personal in- 
jury suits are based on claims of 
willful misconduct. Most verdicts 
are satisfied by liability insurers | 
who rarely have rights of in- 
demnity against the insured or 
his servants. An _ uninsured 
wrongdoer who inflicts serious | 













z hurt is usually judgment proof. 
Reg | Only when his injurious act is 


done as an employee of a re- 
sponsible (and usually insured) | 
employer is his victim’s claim | 


















€ he parent’s atto = < “ | 
AGE TARE likely to be worth anything. | 
See, ¢.g., Standard Oil Co. v. Shields aera | 
2 119 P. 116 (1941) ise 14 See Ehrli Fundamental Principles | 
pec loss was under! of the S gy of Law 1 (Moll transl. | 
ed only 1 nal loss of r | 
otal ardict on which judg 15 sibbons v. Pepper, 1 Lord Raym. 38, | 
was $25,000). 87 Eng. Rep. 469 (K.B , $ the first | 
72a V¥. City of Pittsburgh 4 ass and battery case in which | 

A.2d 706, 711-12 (1958). glis ¢ espoused the position 

Kalven, The Jury, the 2 i ability for sonal injuries, even 

| Injury Damage Award, 19 hough directly inflicted, depen on mis 

158, 176-77 (1958 nduct 


f “there is really no 
And 80 men pay} 


through decisions 


that 


for crimes 


supposition is a little fancifu 16. Cicero said 






re another's pain an 
Two persons appar 





as 


not so much 

















+4) n from the same f courts (, but because of) . the A evaluate a 
: fact be suffering respec nguish of remorse and the u fa sialon | fee ii arly 
2 much in acuteness, depending on Z consecience.’’ Cicero, Laws 1 iii 6: 
lity of the sufferer. Two per-| 1: te in Morris, The Great Legal Phi)- resulting from | 
Tering exactly the same pain w i ers 47 (1959) ‘that the ‘jury | 
Ter as to what reasonable 17. PB rs Essentials of Insurance Law - suffering than 
that pain would be.’’ H 266 See also Malanga v. Manufa  eetie ente Ta | 
4 Pa. 128, 133, 154 Atl. 582, | tur Ins. Co., 28 N.J. 220, 146 A.2d 8Uuy 2, 
‘ 2 1955) | 
i 8 cent awards | 
| g Im al Oil, Ltd. | 
| 1 4 (6th Cir. 1956) | 
| ng, added to a 
f $34,000) ; Dun- | 
r Inc 128 Conn 
J i e | ($5.000 fo j 
| t for twelve re 
ust Say... It's in gear old 
gia Automatie Gas Co | 
» 675, 49 S.E.2d 550 | 
held properly proved | 
t 8 g award to} 
° . lan ele 1 fu y recovered 
and the court will know you are referring ion ed his. leg. muscles 
ms | hurt was clondy); Chris- 


to U. S. Cope ANNOTATED—used constantly 
by Judges and in thousands of the nation’s 
law offices. | 


USC 4 should be in every New Jersey law library 


SONEY & SAGE CO. 


| 
Phone: 744 Broad Street § 
MArket 2-2868 Newark 2, N. J. 





| times asks jurors 





| from extra nig 


‘LEGAL PHOTOGRAPHY 


ers are properly joined as de- 
fendants. It therefore not 
speculation to say that the de- 
fendant motorist‘s wergild came 
from funds pooled by motorists 
to protect themselves from lia- 


bility. 

When injury not fatal, a- 
wards for pain and suffering 
(over and beyond compensation | 
for economic loss) often are 
more generous than extra pocket 
}money.” In a quick look for re- 
cent verdicts I came on Brad-| 


dock v. Seaboard Air Line R. R.,” 
a case in which a locomotive had 


run over an eight year old boy 
and cut off his leg. He was 
awarded almost 60,000 dollars 
for the earning capacity loss he 
would suffer after reaching 
twenty-one and over 125,000 


dollars for pain and suffering.” 
When proof shows that a claim- 
ant will be in pain for the rest of 
his days, plaint lawyer some- 


tF’ 
+S © a 


on one day’s suffering 


(Continued on 


page 6, co. 1) 


V.W.2d 886 
oO ; v. Dew, 





$90,000 verdict 


















expenses 
Hallada ¥ at No. Ry.., | 
24 673 (1955) ($170,000 | 


244 | 


Great 





stantial but | 
which was for 
y, 146 A.2d 161 
) for a bruise and 

i not keep plain- 
ntiff’s medical ex- 


(RI. 
n for six m 


tiff from he 


1958) 









United Elec. 
R.I. 1957) ($15,000 
vertebral disc to 





ation, disablement 
t as a musician, 





and pain). 


Thank you for your patronage. 
We have moved to a larger studio at 
1112 BROAD STREET 
NEWARK 2, NEW JERSEY 
Bigelow 3-2288 


SEYMOUR RING 
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claims happen to fall within tort | 


| 
| 


cluding government attorneys, 
will ffered on the program 
|of the 83rd annual meeting of 


A broad range of subjects and | vention 
that funds with which claimants | Speakers of prime interest to|registrations now are being re- 
e proceeds of lia- | District of Columbia lawyers, in-| ceived at the American Bar As- 
| sociation headquarters, at 1155 
|East 60th St., Chicago 37, Ill. 


A.B.A. Convention To Be Major Event For 
D.C. Lawyers 


registrants. Advance 


Lawyers who do not now belong 


| the American Bar Association to| to the ABA may apply for mem- 


| be held in Washington Aug. 29 
|to Sept. 2. It will be the largest 
|held in this country, with more 
|than 1,450 British visitors - - 
| judges, barristers and solicitors 


ithe convention in a return visit 
| to that paid by American lawyers 
| to London in 1957. 

| Practically all of the programs 
being arranged by the eighteen 
|American Bar Association sec- 
| tions will offer topics of special 
|importance to capital lawyers. 
Many top government officials 
will be on the programs. Other 
highlights will include an ad- 
| dress by President Eisenhower at 
| the opening Assembly session of 
| the convention on Monday after- 
'noon, Aug. 29, at the Sheraton 
Park Hotel. Secretary of State 
Herter also has accepted an in- 
vitation to speak at an Assembly 
session. 

In all, between 
12,000 persons - - lawyers, wives 
and guests - - will be attracted 
to Washington for the conven- 
tion. Most of the overseas visit- 
ors will receive private hospitali- 


| bership and thus 


‘international bar gathering ever | 


|and wives - arranging to attend | 


10,000 and; 


qualify for 
registration at the convention. 

Chairmen of the Civil Aero- 
nautics Board, the Federal Com- 
munications Commission, Fed- 
eral Power Commission and the 
Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion all have been invited to take 
part in a panel discussion of 
current regulatory problems of 
the agencies before a meeting of 
the Public Utility Law section. 
Internal Revenue Commissioner 
Dana Latham and other top of- 
ficials of the Revenue Service 
are on the program of the Tax- 
ation section. 

Another unusual program will 
be an “around the world” dis- 
cussion of administrative law 
for which U. S. Judge E. Barrett 
Prettyman of the U. S. Court of 
Appeals for the District of Co- 
lumbia will serve as moderator, 
with ambassadors from four or 
more countries in Europe, Asia 
and South America participating 
as speakers. 

The sections for antitrust law, 
insurance, negligence and com- 
pensation law, and corporation, 
banking and business law are 


to set a price | 
and to| 


(1957). | 


1 Co 
752 (1954), in| 


ty in the homes of District of 
Columbia lawyers. In addition 
to those from Britian there will 
be smaller delegations from 
Australia and Scotland. Twenty 
of the leading Washington hotels 
will be utilized to house conven- 


|tion registrants from this HARRY A. TAYLOR 


eer and Associates 


| In keeping with the practice REAL ESTATE APPRAISERS 
j of other leading professional] or- 44 AND CONSULTANTS . 


|ganizations, attendance at the 
various programs and events | Member of American Institute of 
will be limited to members of the Real Estate Appraisers 

23 South Harrison Street 


American Bar Association and 
East Orange, N.J. ORange 3-8100 


among the others planning pro- 
grams having special attractions 
for lawyers in the government 
departments and in private prac- 
tice in the District. 











foreign guests. Identifying cre- 
dentials will be issued to con- 
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BRIEFS ON APPEAL 
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Announcing... 


INSTRUMENTS 
and 
FEDERAL TAXATION 


LEGAL 


The Lawyer’s Tax Manual, Second Edition, By 


ALFRED S. PELLARD and GERALD J. ROBINSON 


Know the tax consequences of transactions you are called upen 
to consummate, and documents you are called upon to draw— 


A practical working manual enabling the lawyer to readily 
recognize today’s tax consequences in important legal trans- 
actions and instruments. 

Forms and clauses are furnished to illustrate a given tax 
result, including wills, trusts, agreements . . . also illustrative 
Treasury Forms as required. 

Modern Loose-Leaf Compression Binder will receive new and 
supplemental pages containing changes and additions as 
new legislation, regulations, rulings and decisions develop. 


ONE LARGE LOOSE-LEAF VOLUME .. . PRICE $20.00 


GANN LAW BOOKS 


MArket 4-5533 
NEWARK 2, N. J. 


224 MARKET STREET 


























































































Of course the social impor- 





| he says that accident compensa- | insurance has become a common | should orient itself, as best it can, 

















Sive holding in MacPherson + T 
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Liability For Pain and Suffering ; a class of sufferers whose claims | take to use its resources and | ing his own ideas on the pis; . 

: } happen to be in consimili casu to | facilities for this purpose.” Of | zenry. a 

(Continued from page 5) pealed. Perhaps awards for pain | assault and battery seems doubt- | course, since he cannot prosecute; The legislature need not 

multiply that figure by the num- and suffering which are appeal- | ful.” Perhaps the answer to still | extended research he may make lin ready-cut ruts. It is oe = 

ber of days in the claimant’s life ed are unrepresentative; per-/| these doubts is that the funds/a mistake, and inertia may keep creative—to the point of ae 
expectancy. This type of argu- | 24PS most awards are more mod- | paid to tort claimants are not/the legislature from correcting |ing mores when politically n | 3 
ment seems to induce large ver- | est. Claims adjusters are attuned | divertible to other unfortunates, | it. But if the legislature does de- | jple. The public would wane 3 feas. Ei 
dicts.* Sometimes trial judges | to what juries do in the localities | and that wisdom does not call | vote attention to the subject fended by legislation ake 
sitting without juries assess pain | where they negotiate  settle- for less" generosity to personal | earlier judicial reforms will not the law of damages for wake can Jes 
and suffering on a per diem /ments; the settlements may re- injury victims merely to benefit | prevent the legislature from cor- suffering in negligence Wises oe 
basis.* Although some courts al- | splices of the academic law | those who engage in activities |recting judicial mistakes. When Promise of lower liability hips iv 
low this tactic for illustrative | °! Semerous “compensation” for/ that injure others. This argu-| the legislature has not entered a ance premiums might elon ¢ = 
purposes,” the technique is not | P2!7 and suffering. But my lim-| ment suggests that insurance | field, a judge properly broaches with enthusiasm. But ge 4 
a yardstick for measuring an | ited (and unscientific) inquiries /companies and big business | law reform when he has satisfied convinced that social nes Pines afi 
unassailable verdict; an award | 2° not lead to that conclusion. would reap the benefits from/himself that he can make 4 jies in this same Pe big: = 
based on per diem calculations |1_ believe that painful injuries, eliminating damages for pain | needed and warranted reform. not attract the same mean  @# se 
miner tn atmeentee ama tn error.” | @SPecially those involving ex- and suffering from personal! Of course law should never be of support; judicial age “4 
And in some jurisdictions per | cruciating wr peeceaceee Seren | Sndaey verdicts. No doubt many | changed lightly—by court or leg- on this topic would beens “gat ny 
diem arguments have been held | /@8, 4re likely to have high set- insurers and tycoons would wel- | islature. Changes in the law re- willful than wise. This : rms yo 
improper.” )tlement value. At any rate, I / come the change. But benefits | verberate in imponderable ways. differs frc pom ee ea, me 
think Dean Green is right when would not stop there; liability! A court considering law reform ee ae BO ey Pr ORtes- i 


tance of litigated cases taken 
alone) is small. Only a few claims 
—something less than five per 
cent—are litigated to a verdict. 
And only a few of these are ap- 











2s See, ¢.g., Braddock v. Seaboard 
Line R.R., 80 So. 2d 662 (Fla. 1955). Kalven 
suggests that ‘‘defense couns may perhaps 









in not « 


e zg a competing 
take 


be missing a tri rin 
with them 


ck 








figure f the y to into 
the deliberatior Kalven, a&uprm note 12, 
at 164 n.23. 

24. See, ¢.g., Imperial Oil, Ltd. v. Drlik, 
234 F.2d 4 (6th Cir. 1956) trial judge al 
lowed $100 a day for the first month of pain, 
$50 a day for the second, $20 a day for the 
next four months, and $100 a month for the 
rest of claimant's life expectancy—all ad 


justed to present value) 
>® 


See, ¢ Routang v. Twin City Motor 
W .2 


Vv 
248 


Bus Co Minn. 240, 80 N.W.2d 30 

(1956); cf. Arnold v. Ellis, 97 So. 2d 744 

(Miss 1957); FourCounty Elec Power 

Ass'n v. Clardy, 221 Miss. 403, 73 So. 2d 
(1954) 


E.g., Hallada v. G 


69 N.W.2a 673 
















(E.D. Va. 
ut jury rejected 
>» set a per diem 
vd reach his 
tion). 








—We Cooperate With Attorneys— 


SARASOHN & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 
24 COMMERCE STREET, 
Newark 2, N. J. 
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| for pain and suffering.” 


Air 


tion costs would be materially |item in family expenditures; 
reduced if claimants had to pre- | lowered costs of transportation 
sent their claims to masters | and other industry should affect 
(not juries) who made no award|many consumers’ prices. The 
benefits of the proposal would 
Our society offers only limited | be reflected, in a small way, in 
help to most of those unable to} the cost of living. 
bear disability resulting — How could and should my pro- 
| 
' 
| 


to legally relevant social aspects 
|of its problem. Only substantial 
considerations of social policy 
| justify such judicial change. 

| Legislation can operate pros- 
;pectively; judicial law reform 
|nearly always is retroactive.” If 
the supreme court of some state 
; were suddenly and drastically to 
| limit recoveries for pain and suf- 
| fering, liability insurers would 
/enjoy handsome windfalls (from 
| premiums priced to cover such 
| damages), and, more important- 
| ly, negotiating claimants would 
find their claims abruptly and 
| disappointingly devaluated. This, 
particularly, is the kind of 
change that should be announc- 
'ed well in advance. A personal 
injury claimant has opportuni- 
| ties to settle soon after he is in- 
|jured, but haste is usually fool- 
| hardy. Until prognosis of his in- 
| juries becomes clear, he can set- 
| tle on the basis of only minimum 
| damages. A claimant with a bro- 
| ken leg in a cast, for example, 
| usually ought to wait to see how 
his leg knits before he settles. 


disease, old age, home accidents, | posed reform come about? Both 
play injuries, and industrial ac- | Dean Green and Professor Plant 
cidents. Traffic accident victims, | propound legislation changing 
those who fall in stores, trains, | the common law of personal in- 
buses, and all others whose in- | jury in several ways, including 
juries have resulted from the|a change in the award for pain 
conduct of financially respon- and suffering. But could and 
sible tort-feasors profit from the | should not the courts simply re- 
law of damages for pain and/vyerse themselves and develop 


to 
in 


sufering. But most of the stricK-|new rules intended to prevent 
en, old, and those injured at} awards for pain and suffering?” 
home or at play must be satisfied If they did, they would only 
with the medical benefits of in- | modify law originally made by 
surers such as Blue Cross or Of | them on a subject that has at- 
workmen's compensation; only 4/ tracted virtually no attention 
few of the aged will be pensioned | from legislatures. 

with more than enough for The legislature has facilities 
room, board, and smoking tobac- | ¢5- investigation and law formu- 
wah disability payments for ill- lation beyond those available 
ness or disease are far from uN- | ¢, any court. Were the legislature 
iversal and are rarely as large as to study relevant social condi- 
the wages lost. In a society that | tions and to consider them care- 


to 
ly 








offers limited social security, the fully, it could make decisions! The rules of law applicable to 
wisdom ‘of special generosity to about the law of damages for) his case should not change be- 
28 note 1, at 87-98.| pain and suffering better in- | tween the time of his injury and 
— elt change of the/ formed than the decisions the / the satisfaction of his claim. Un- 
y|courts could make. Legislative! fairness can be avoided by a 

7} committees could launch investi- | statutory reform which by its 


terms does not change the law 
applicable to claims arising out 
of injuries that occurred before 
the enactment of the reform. 


‘}gations, hold hearings, prepare 
j}and debate reports, and so on. 
The suggestion is often made 
that when important and profit- 


Buick. The cases Cardozo oyer. 
ruled offended the current sens 


stick to its guns until the 
policy became established is no: 
very high. Even though a 


believes 
law” of damages for pain ar 
suffering, it can decide only tha: 
one case. Pressure on the 


and succeeding cases is likely t 
stunt the change. The co\ 
become uneasy about it 
radical move when other 
with more 
not follow its lead. If the 
ing seems odd the court 
even overrule itself.” Sin 
reform by courts mature 
case at a time, idiosyncr 
dicial conceptions tend t 
So I conclude that 
are not properly called 
make drastic changes in 
of damages for pain and 
ing. Nor is there much lik 
that legislators will 
set about to do 
recently, liability insurer 
incentive to urge such a 








examination. 


But in title parlance 


the pertinent law. 


step towards its solution 











and other states through 
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“Facts is contrary Z mules.” 
—JAMES RUSSELL LOWELL 


If by “contrary” the author meant “stubborn”, 
common attribute of mules, it is true that you 
can’t change, force or budge actual proven facts 
~—including basic facts that show up in a title 


condition or situation at variance with supposed 
facts. We never hold a title uninsurable until we 
have determined and weighed all the facts and, 
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“contrary” implies a 


is a speedy, but all- 





| forehand what 


able study of law reform can be 
made only by the legislature, it 


|} —rather than the courts—should 


have the Jaw-reforming function. 


| This argument goes back through 


the ages. Aquinas cited Aristotle 
for the proposition that one of 
the reasons for preferring legis- 
lative law-making is that “those 
who make laws consider long be- 
laws to make; 
whereas judgment on each single 
case has to be pronounced as 
soon as it arises: and it is easier 
for man to see what is right, by 
taking many instances into con- 
sideration, than by considering 
one solitary fact.”" But if a judge 
does conclude confidently that | 
the law of damages for pain and | 
suffering should be changed, he | 
should not hestiate to make the 
change merely because the legis- 
lature has a superior opportun- 
ity to come to the conviction that 
he has already reached. He has 
no reliable way of knowing that 
the legislature will ever under- 













experience of pain. 
is doubtful that the 
. 4 ul be 
e amount 

is no specifie econ- 
consideration becomes 
er year the amounts 
account become a 
ational income. Jaffee, 
al Injury: The Impact 

, 18 Law & Contemp. Prob. 219, 
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own, our discussions have greatly 
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art. 2, 
cit. 
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The effective date of the statute 
can be postponed so that insur- 
ance rates can be suitably ad- 
justed. 

Courts should approach this 
change with special caution, be- 
cause nothing in the public sense 
of justice challenges awards of 
damages for pain and suffering 
—on the contrary, the change 
would move away from street 
corner ideas of suitable repara- 
tion. Courts, of course, must in- 
sist, against popular opposition, 
that enacted law and minority 
rights be respected. However, the 
popular image of the law as cer- 
tain, stable, and impersonal de- 


They were collecting a } 0 
priced with the law of pain anc 
suffering damages in 
reduction in liability wot 
resulted in a price reduction 
a consequent loss of vol 


them. But insurance co 
can prosper only when rate 
both adequate and not 
that they price the cus 
out of the market. Incre 
verdicts portend rates too 
for insurers and too high 
insured. It would not be su 
ing if insurance compani 
decide 
drastically limiting awa 
pain and suffering. 


of justice. A judge striking doy, a 
the old law allowing awards fo: IE... 
pain and suffering would not & & *. . 
conforming common law to com. ate 
mon morality: he would & ‘aa! 
pioneering in the public goog ake 
The probability that court ME oa ; 
would make so bold an attemp: [fh -n. 


lead public sentime 








court 
the course of trying a case 
it should “reform the 
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view a reform holding na 
and to distinguish betwee 
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serves and needs respect. “[A]b- 
stract ideals of the law,” says 
Thurman Arnold, “require for 
their public acceptance symbolic 
conduct of a very definite pat- 
tern ... which can be heard and 
seen.’ The Court of Appeals of 
New York did not overstep its 
franchise in MacPherson v. Buick 
Motor Co.“ when it held that 
manufacturers were no longer 
shielded by the privity rule from 
liability to consumers injured be- 
cause of careless fabrication.” 
The holding was so consonant 
with public sentiment that Car- 
dozo was the spokesman of pre- 
existing justice; he did not sound 
like a lone, clever judge impos- 
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e court's at- 
™m. Those who 
k for a 
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the reform 


who 
in other |! 
+ Symbols of Government 
Y. 382, 111 N.E. 1050 (1916). 
I have not stated the ram- 
or limitations Cardozo put on bis | 


481 (1935), i 
vant 
ir 
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prefer t m 
when 
novel doe 
forms. 
and for that 
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> iti Statement By Governor Meyner As To Reasons 
For Not Signing A 347 

Tur nanan 

Pet; fy am filing Assembly Bill No. 

«| 347 in the State Library without | 

be | my approval. 


ifvine This pill was delivered to me 
‘oie than 10 days before the ad- 
‘ournment sine die of the Legis- 
igture on January 12, 1960. Under 
article V, Section I, paragraph 
—¥ of the Constitution, such a 

1 does not become a law if not 
signed within the 45 day period, 
Sundays excepted, following the 
3d} journment sine die. I deem it 
n the public interest to state my 
for deciding not to sign 














reasons 
the bil 
This bill purports to incorpor- 
ate in a statute certain principles 
of the law of wills which have de- 
yeloped in the courts. The first 
principle is that of “incorporation 
10t be oy reference”. This deals with a 
COM- HF process by which a will declares 
be H -hat some other writing is to be 
s though it had been copi- 
t in full in the will. What 
tatute does, in effect, is to 
testator to say simply that 
certain property to the 
f a particularly identified 
yhich is in writing, without 
g to use the express words 
: to a formal incorporation 
py reference. It thus limits its 
ment of this principle to cases 
here the document incorporated 
is one that creates a trust. The 














and if legislation on the 
point is desirable, it should deal 
with the whole scope of the prin- 
Some writers have assert- 
36 ed that the principle permitting 
c 1cor poration by reference has 
ejected in New Jersey. — 
tion of the cases cited i 
dicates the assertion to be soil 
rect. The cases involved are in- 
where the incorporation 
accomplished, for one 
n or another, but none of 
assert that an incorpora- 
t be achieved when the 
req quirements are satisfied 
s, Smith v. Smith, 54 N.J. Eq. 
895), is a case where the 
of the will was broad 
to include oral instruc- 
ith no writing which was 
ence when the will was 
















ean 


cr 
« ‘Val 





n exist 
Condit v. Reynolds, 66 N. J 


L 242 (E. & A. 1901), Hartwell v. 
Martin, 71 N. J. Eq. 167 (Ch. 1906) 
and Magnus v. Magnus, 80 NJ. 
Eq. 349 (Ch. 1912) involved refer- 
ences to external oral or written 
tions which the testator 

t change from time to time 

alter executing the will. Murray 
stents, 94 N. J. Eq. 681 (Ch. 1923) 






















di rected that the paper 
i to was not to be consid- 
of his will. Hackensack 
Trust Co. y. Hackensack Hospital 
Associztion, 120 N.J. Eq. 14 (Ch. 





ere Part 


te an altered document or 
ents dated subsequent to 
, Consequently, the recog- 
-On of the principle in the early 
of ‘ Condit v. De Hart, 62 NJ. 
3 . 1898), stands unim- 
















y examples of effective 
one by reference, it 
y be f felt desirable to have a 

ory ‘=e in view of 
u ~/ of reported decision- 
nd in view of the inaccu- 
“““ €vaiuations of the cases not- 
% ‘above. If so, it would better 
4c: the form of an expression 
“st, Without in any way limiting 
“< Ways in which there may be 
neorporation by reference 
1€ law of this State, a will 
+€ctively incorporate by 
€ the provisions it speci- 
writing, a copy of which 
Cally attached to the will 
cn is otherwise clearly and 

Suously identified with 

y. Such a writing would 
mited to trust instru- 
-" in fact, to any executed 
= Ur ent; it might be a simple 
, . we set up separately for con- 
45 “ence and incorporated by ref- 




















This approach, it seems to me, 
would represent a better policy by 
giving express statutory sanction 
to the underlying principle, it 
would set out the most reliable 


and unambiguous m : ast 
8 ue ca ber of possible variations of cir- 
| cumstances which might appear 


| in one case or another have given 


achieving an 
reference, and would in no way 
prevent the use of other methods 
recognized in the law. 


p. 367. 

The second principle dealt with 
by the bill is that which the writ- 
ers refer to as the doctrine of 
“facts of independent signific- 
ance.” It has been public legis- 
lative policy for centuries, that 
wills be made in writing, signed 
and published by the testator in 


See, for} 


example, 1 Scott, Trusts, Sec. 5433, | : ssa 
| does go in one jurisdiction or an- 





the presence of witnesses and at-| 


tested by them. “The prescribed 
formalities of execution are the 
legislature’s idea of safeguards 


necessary to prevent tentative, | 


doubtful or coerced expressions of 
desire from governing succession 


to one’s property. Hence, no will | 


is valid unless there is compli- 
ance with all the statutory re- 
quirements.” Atkinson, Wills, p 


292. This is the present law and | 


policy in New Jersey. 


Disregarding certain special 


1926), aff’d. 102 N.J. Eq. 294 (Ch. 
1928); The First Mechanics Na- 
tional Bank v. Norris, 134 N. J. Eq. 
299 (Ch. 1943). 

There is no need, nor, indeed, 
would it be either appropriate or 
desirable to attempt in this state- 
ment a categorical analysis of the 
full scope and limits of the rule as 
it has developed in New Jersey. 
Suffice it to say that a great num- 


rise to extended learned discus- 
sions about just how far the rule 


other, as well as what the rule 
ought to be. The following arti- 
cles or other works of great value 
on the subject: Lauritzen, “Can 
a Revocable Trust be Incorporat- 
ed by Reference?” 45 Ill. L. Rev. 
583 (1950); Palmer, Testamentary 
Disposition to 
Inter Vivos Trust, 50 Mich. L. Rev. 
33 (1951); Shattuck, “Pour-Over 
Trusts—A Renewed Warning to 
Draftsmen” 91 Trusts and Estates 
207 (1952); Stephenson, Drafting 
Wills and Trust Agreements, p. 
435 (1953); McClanahan, Bequests 
to an Existing Trust—Problems 
and Suggested Remedies”, 47 Cal. 
L. Rev. 267 (1959); Polasky, “Pour- 
Over Wills — and the Statutory 
Blessing”, 98 Trusts and Estates 
949 (1959): 5 New Jersey Practice, 


| Sec. 48, p. 123; 1 Scott, Trusts, sec. 


Situations, this means that if a/| 
person tries to direct who shall} 
| have failed to agree upon applic- 


inherit his estate by employing 


some informal method, such as a! 


letter of instructions, or the like 
his attempt cannot be recognized 
in law and his estate will pass 
without a will. There are some 
Situations, however, in which a 


| isting cases nor in terms of the| 


will is properly executed, but it 1s | 
necessary to obtain information | 


outside the will itself in order to 


determine who is to be the bene- | 
ficiary. Thus, the will may make! 


“to my children”, without 
giving their names; or “to the 
woman I marry”, who is not then 
known; or “such persons as may 
be in my employ at the time of 
my death”. In cases like these, 


a gift 


the courts have carried out the) 


testator’s wishes without needing 
to have any real concern over the 
reference to external facts, be- 
cause it is plain that the testator 
is not attempting to control the 
disposition of his estate by meth- 
ods not complying with the Wills 


Act. This is so since “The sole and | 


primary purpose of such an act/| 


is other than the control of the 
isposition under the will, though 


that may be an effect resulting | 


from the act. The test is whether 


the facts have a primary signifi- | 


cance apart from the disposition 
of the property bequeath.” Clark 
v. Citizens etc., 38 N.J. Super. 69, 
79 (Ch. 1955). But the opposite 
result follows when the facts out- 
side the will do not have inde- 
pendent significance; this is the 
case where the naming of the 
beneficiaries or fixing of amounts 
is attempted by a separate writing 
not executed as a will. The rea- 
son is that the only purpose of 
the informal writing is to make a 
testamentary disposition. It has 
no other significance, purpose or 
meaning. Clark, supra, at p. 80. 
In recent years, application of 
the doctrine of independent sig- 
nificance has taken a rather high- 
ly specialized form, in which the 


| 


will makes a gift to the trustees | 
of a trust created by a separate} 


instrument (which may be an in- 
ter vivos trust created by the 
same or by another person, or by 
the will of another person), so 
that the property given under the 
will 
trust and administered by the 
same trustee. This is referred to 
as a “pour-over”. It is in connec- 
tion with this special application 
that a number of differences of 
viewpoint have developed, with 
which most of this bill attempts 
to deal. Unquestionably, the doc- 
trine itself and its general appli- 


cation to a pour-over are recog- | 


can be added to the other| 


| 


nized in New Jersey. Swetland v.)| 


Swetiland, 100 NJ. Eq. 196 (Ch. 


54; Powell on Trusts, sec. 510. 
One of these authors notes, sig- 
nificantly, that “Just as the courts 


ability of theory, so the scholars 
who have written on the subject 
have neither achieved unanimity 
in terms of their appraisal of ex- 


result which ought to be reach-. 
ed.” Polasky, op. cit. supra, at 951. 
The reason is not difficult to 


find. A simple listing of some of 


the possible variations is suffici- 
ent: 

The separate trust (often 

called the “receptacle trust”) 


may be set up by testator him- 
self as an intervivos trust. 

The receptacle trust may be 
set up by another person, either 
as an intervivos trust or by a 
will. 

The receptacle trust might be 
set up before the will, or during 
the period between the will’s 
execution and testator’s death 
after testator’s deatn. 

The receptacle trust may be 
irrevocable and unamendable, 
or it may not be 

The receptacle 


or 


effect, or the trust under it may 
not have been established, until 
another time 





1959, appears to cover both but 
contains provisions inconsistent 
with one theory or the other. 
Ohio’s statute deals with incor- 
poration by reference but not with 
pour-over trusts. 


| gift may not. 


e statutes of five states ex-| 


Plicitly atiow the receptacle trust | 


to be created by a person other 
than testator. If the other stat- 


' 


wili control. In view of the myriad 
variations that are possible, it is 
conceivable that a receptacle trust 
may comply with the rule against 
perpetuities and the pour-over 
Yet, none of the 
Statutes, so far as can be ascer- 
tained, give any thought to this 


| question although their language, 


| using terms like “shall be valid 


utes permit it, it is by implication | : 
| intentionally altering the appli- 


only. 

Eight statutes permit the re- 
ceptacle trust to be established 
by the will of a person alive after 
testator has died; another limits 


this case to one where the other} 


person dies within 6 months after 
testator and executed his will be- 
fore testator’s will was executed. 
Two statutes require the other 
person to predecease testator, 
while three require that a testa- 


| mentary receptacle trust be in 
the Trustee of an} 


existence when the pour-over will 
is made, and two others only deal 
with intervivos receptacle trusts. 
Some of the statutes require the 
receptacle trust to be in actual 
existence when the pour-over will 
is executed, while others indicate 
that it is only necessary for the 
document which will control the 
receptacle trust to be in existence. 
In one state, later establishment 
of the trust and even later execu- 
tion of the other instrument is 
permitted. The question whether 
it is sufficient for the instrument 
to exist or whether the trust it- 
self must have been established 
is evidently an uncertain matter 
under most of the statutes. 
Without going into extensive 
detail, the statutes evidently vary 
considerably in specifying what 
requirements are to be met at 
testator’s death, the effect of a 
power to amend and of actual 


| subsequent amendment, the effect 


The terms of the receptacle | 


trust may have been changed | 

before the will, or in the period 

between execution of the will 
and testator’s death, or after 
death. 

The discussions have according- 
ly centered about efforts to se- 
cure legislation covering these 
and other points. About 17 states 
have enacted one variety of stat- 
ute or another, and legislative 
proposals have been under con- 
sideration elsewhere. Polasky (op. 


| 


| cerned its 


“eS emiaiee 
trust instru- | ™@2Y be identical, 


ment may be executed at one| 


t may not have taken | ; : 
time bu y . of an intervivos instrument, 


of complete termination or revo- 
cation, the nature of the statute 
as curative or exclusive, the iden- 
tity of jurisdiction over the trust, 
and other like matters. 

One point not mentioned in 
any of the materials examined is 
the possible effect of the rule 
against perpetuities. The discus- 
Sion seems to have largely con- 
elf with narrow ques- 
tions of wills theory, trust theory 
and tax implications. But since 
at least two separate instruments 
will be necessarily involved, one 
creating a receptacle trust and 
the other a pour-over will, and al- 
though the terms and provisions 
intended to control disposition 
one may be in 
the other 
In the case 
the 
circumstances existing when it ls 
executed will control the question 
of violation of the rule; but in the 
case of a will, it is the circum- 
| Stances at testator’s death that 


compliance with and 
may violate the rule. 


and effectual”, could result in un- 


cation of the rule against per- 
petuities. 

The question whether there is 
only one, or whether there are 
two trusts, as the result of a valid 
pour-over, seems to me to have 
been much magnified in import- 
ance and complexity. If the pour- 
over disposition is itself valid, the 
only question is one of the rou- 
tines of administration and it 
ought to be sufficient to provide 
testator with the power to have 
the administration handled sep- 
arately or on an integrated basis, 
as he may desire. It would only 
be necessary to provide that tes- 
tator may direct his executor or 
administrator on distribution to 
transfer the pour-over assets to 
the trustee of the receptacle trust 
for administration by him as part 
of that trust. If desirable, a stat- 
ute could also provide that when 
a will contains a pour-over provi- 
sion, a single administration by 
the trustee of the receptacle trust 
shall follow unless the will con- 
tains different directions. 

It is not possible, nor appropri- 
ate, to attempt here a complete 
catalogue of the deficiencies of 
the bill. It is sufficient to point out 
the wide disparity of the com- 
ments received by me from emin- 
ent authorities and experts in the 
field. Thus, one has expressed 
approval of the provisions of sec- 
tion 2, to permit use of a revoca- 
ble, unfunded life insurance trust, 
but questions whether section 1, 
in requiring that the trust be 
“established” does not create @ 
conflict. Several sug- 
gested that the requirement of a 
writing to be made “before” ex- 
ecution of the will should be 
changed to apply to writing 


others have 
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cit. supra, at p. 949) observes that | 
“These statutes, both existing and | 


proposed, vary not only as to form 
but also, more importantly, as to 
the scope of the legislation and 
the philosophy underlying it.” 
His subsequent analysis discloses 
this assertion to be a modest un- 
derstatement. The statutes of 
four states appear not to deal 
with incorporation by reference; 
another twelve use language 
broad enough to cover it, but 
the opposite argument can be 


made. The most recent version of | 


Connecticut’ s | Statute, enacted in 
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made on the same date as the 
will, and not making the pre- 
sumption at the end of section 1} 
rebuttable. Another suggestion | 
is that when the trust is created 
by another person’s will, there} 
should be a requirement that it} 
be created before execution of| 
testator’s will and that the other | 
person shall have died prior! 
thereto. A further comment is} 
that the permission in section 4, 
to withdraw all of the property | 
from the trust, should be deleted, 
and it has been observed that sec- 
tion 5 should be deleted as un-| 
necessary and in possible conflict 
with section 3. Still others have 
expressed the view that compe- 
tent draftsmen experience no un- 
usual difficulties in this fleld and | 
find no significant obstacles in| 
fully achieving a testator’s inten- | 
tions without the statute. It is) 
asserted that the bill might well | 
have the effect of limiting and | 
formalizing the flexibility of the} 
law. 
It is worth observing that one | 
of the most recent articles on the | 
subject points to a number of} 
possible pitfalls as characteristic | 
of what might be expected of “an | 
unsuspecting layman-draftsman”, | 





or of “the layman-draftsman who | trust, he can also (if he wishes) | New Jersey law. But the contract 


has not thought the problem 
through.” (Polasky, op. cit. supra). | 
The unavoidable intricacies of| 
wills and trusts law are such that 
the use of “layman-draftsman” | 
ought not to be encouraged. Yet, 
this bill presumably would allow 
a person to execute a very sim- | 
ple will leaving all his estate to) 
a separate nominal trust. He) 
could create that trust, under the 
bill, just before making the will, 
and could express in it some very 
simple plan of disposition. There- 
after, he could endlessly alter the | 
terms of the trust, changing ben- | 
eficiaries, altering amounts, add- 
ing new conditions, and the like, 
all without ever again having to 
execute a will. Is this sound pub- 
policy? Certainly it would open 
wide door to the handling of 
matters by the inexpert 


em 
ail 





state 


tead of by the expert. Legis- 
lative sanction would be given, 
in effect. to a kind of “blank 
check” will, which the maker 
could alter as to payee and a- 
mount at will thereafter, with- 
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out any formality or assurarice| The U.S. Court of Appeals for 
of competent legal guidance. The| the Third Circuit had occasion to 
possibilities are so broad as to in- | review the law of agency and 
volve the question whether the|its application under Federal, 
Wills Act would not become mean- |New York and New Jersey Law, 
ingless, at least in the most ex-|in a case in which the appellate 
treme case where testator and/court reversed an order of the 
settlor are the same person and| District Court setting aside a 
amendments to the trust are to|jury verdict as contrary to the 
be given effect for disposing of | weight of the evidence. The Ap- 
the pour-over assets. It is in this|pellate Court held that there was 
situation that attempts to justify | Sufficient evidence to support a 
application of the pour-over the- | Jury finding of apparent or in- 
ory raise the thorniest questions | herent agency and that the trial 
in relation to compliance with the |court therefore erred. 

Wills Act, because it is here that; The case involved a suit by 
the claim of “independent signi- | plaintiff, an employee of Park & 
ficance’”’ is least persuasive; it is| Tilford, for commissions alleged- 
most obvious that the testator|ly due as part of a promotion 
has tried to create for himself a} plaintiff had received when he 
power to change his testamen-|was transferred from New Jer- 
tary disposition without an act/sey, where he was originally em- 
of independent significance, and | ployed, to New York. Plaintiff al- 
the theories collide head-on. The|leged he had been offered this 
difficulties, it seems to me, are/commission by Kaufman, de- 
created by an unnecessary insis-|fendant’s sales manager for 


classifications of authority are 
generally recognized, ‘actual au- 
thority’, and ‘apparent author- 
ity’. The term ‘implied authority 
is often seen but most authori- 
ties consider ‘implied authority’ 
to be merely a sub-group of ‘act- 
ual’ authority. Mechem, Agency, 
$$51-60 (4th ed. 1952). An addi- 
|tional kind of authority has been 
designated by the Restatement, 
|Agency 2d, §$8A and 161(b) as 
\‘inherent agency’. Actually this 
|new term is employed to desig- 
jnate a meaning frequently as- 
|cribed to ‘implied authority’. 

| ‘Actual authority’ means, as 
ithe words connote, authority 
that the principal, expressly or 
limplicitly, gave the agent. ‘Ap- 
|parent authority’ arises when a 
| principal acts in such a manner 
jas to convey the impression to a 
jthird party that an agent has 
icertain powers which he may or 
may not actually possess. ‘Im- 
{plied authority’ has been vari- 





| s 
| Court of Appeals Reviews Agency Law 


| 


83 N. J. L. J. Index Page 
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Contingent Fees Artic), 
In Readers Diges+ 
Stirs Bar's fre 


| 
| In its March issue Reade 
| Digest published an article tities 
|“When the Lawyer Gets +, 
Spoils.” It paints a picture «ff 
| abuse of the contingent fee pr,.. 
tice in personal injury cases +. 
|citing instances in which ]e- 
fees are claimed to have equalie 
or exceeded recoveries by i 
claimants. 








injured 





The article prompted doze; 
of protest letters to bar a : 
tions on the ground that it 
not a balanced picture but yse« 





a few exceptional cases of ¢o,. 
tingent fees to convey an impres. 
sion they were typical. 
American Bar Association 
undertaken an informa] inguin 
to ascertain the facts about th: 
cases cited. 


r 


ep 


ban 


Meanwhile, an editoria] 





tence on not complying with the | metropolitan New York. 
Wills Act, and could 
eliminated by the simple expedi- 
ent of executing a codicil to con- 
firm the testamentary purpose 
whenever the terms of the inter- 
vivos trust are changed. “This 
latter course of action is always 
possible. If the settlor can ef- 
fectively amend his intervivos 
change his will.” Powell, op. cit. 
supra. 

In this connection, it has been 
asserted that testamentary capa- 
city may be lacking when the 
codicil is executed. If this be so, 
it is clear that the same standard 
of capacity would control the 
validity of the amendment to the 
trust, and nothing is gained by 


not complying with the Wills Act. | 


This, of course, may not be the 
case where the settlor of the 


trust is a person other than testa- | 


tor, but then the question of cir- 
cumventing the Wills Act is not 
likely to arise because the exter- 
nal acts of another person will 
probably have independent signi- 
ficance. 

Thus, it has been pointed out 
that “To permit the testator to 
establish a nominal trust, 
cute a will with a ‘pour-over’, and 
subsequently dispose of the bulk 
of his estate by amendment of 
the trust without the formality 
ostensibly required by statute for 
testamentary 
indeed, permit 
circumvention of 
lation” (Polasky, op. cit. 
p. 955). It is plain that 


rather effective 
the wills legis- 
supra, at 
so deep a 


policy question was not thorough- | 


ly considered in the passage of 
The five line statement 


this 014. 

on the bill hardly begins to touch 
upon the many complicated ques- 
tions with which the bill would 
deal. There was no staff study or 
research, there were no public 
hearings, there was no attempt to | 
obtain the expert comments and | 


analysis of the legal profession 
on the bill while it was before the 
Legislature. 

It is of 


that 


in the fields of estates 
, has successfully achie- 
ntention of testators 
l or large estates with- 
1g involved in exten- 
n. There is but a 
reported decisions 
g on this subject as proof 
rformance. 

i this, however, 


and skill 












if it 


should be deemed desirable to! 
enact legislation in this field, it 
is plain that the need is for| 


uniformity of legislation among 
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easily be} 


eXe- | 


disposition would, | 


some significance to me | 
New Jersey’s legal profes- | 
sion, which has long enjoyed the | 
quiet reputation of competence | 


}ously defined. It has been held 
‘the Court of Appeals said: |to be actual authority given im- 
| “A federal court sitting in a/|Plicitly by a principal to his 
|diversity case must apply the | Set authority’ is that tt is a 
same law as would a court o e , : oe sis ecae 
state in which the district court | — a — = “= 
is located. Erie R. Co. v. Tomp- |frOm tne designation Dy e 
kins, 304 US. 64 (1938). 8 | principal of a kind of agent who 
therefore must look initially to egy  tapesconis gona pone 
lers. It is this concept that is call- 
bar was made and was to be |@4 ‘inherent authority’ by the 
in New York and | Restatement. In many cases the 
| since we must apply the New ; Same facts will support a finding 
PRS aakwac ‘s ; ;of ‘inherent’ or ‘apparen rs 
pereigg Miewnaig mae lency.’ Usually it is pa ie i 
|Co., 313 U.S. 487 (1941), the sub- lfor a third party attempting to 
lstantive law of contracts and — a principal to specify which 
| : y 7 j >i 
| agency applicable here will be type of authority he relies upon, 
ithat of New York. James H.|Seneral proof of agency being 


| Rhodes & Co. v. Chausovsky, 137 | Sufficient Pacific Mut. Life Ins. 
: Co. v. Balton, 50 F.2d 362 (5 Cir. 


In the course of its opinion, 


lat 
| x 
| performed 


N. J. L. 459, 60 A.2d 623 (1948); 
'Polyckronos v. Polyckronos, 17 | 1931), cert. den. 284 U. S. 647 
IN. J. Misc. 265, 8 A.2d 205 (1939). | (1931). 

“The principle of Erie R. Co. v. “In the case at bar Lind at- 


| Tompkins does not determine the | tempted to prove all three kinds 
division of functions between |of agency; actual, apparent, and 
court and jury. This is controlled |inherent, although most of his 
‘solely by Federal law. Ettelson v. | evidence was directed to proof of 
Metropolitan Life Ins. Co., 137 | ‘inherent’ or ‘apparent’ author- 
F.2d 62 (3 Cir.), cert den., 320 U.S. |ity. From the evidence it is clear 
777 (1943); Diederich v. Ameri- | that Park & Tilford can be held 
can News Co., 128 F.2d 144 (10|accountable for Kaufman’s ac- 
|Cir. 1942). Federal law provides | tion on the principle of ‘inherent 
that the answers to questions re- | authority’. Kaufman was Lind’s 
lating to the scope and extent of | direct superior, and was the man 


ix 
iV 


an agent’s apparent authority |to transfer communications from 
are for the triers of the facts, | the upper executives to the low- 
here the jury. See Gilmore v./|er. Moreover, there was testi- 
Royal Indemnity Co., 240 F.2d;mony tending to prove that 
101 (5 Cir. 1956). Parenthetically, | Herrfeldt, himself had confirmed 
lit may be noted that the New |the 1% commission arrange- 
York rule on this point is ident- | ment. Thus Kaufman, so far as 
ical. Hedeman v. Fairbanks, Lind was concerned, was the 


Morse & Co., 286 N. Y. 240, 36 |spokesman for the company. 
N.E.2d 129 (1941). The jury clear- “It is not necessary to deter- 
ly found that Kaufman had ap- | mine the status of the New York 
|parent agency power to offer|law in respect to ‘inherent 
Lind the 1% commission and agency’ for substantially the 
this verdict may be reversed only |Same testimony that would es- 
if there is no substantial evi- |tablish ‘inherent’ agency under 
dence which could support the /|the circumstances at bar proves 
verdict. Snead v. New York Cent. |conventional ‘apparent’ agency. 
R. Co. 216 F.2d 169 (1954); |The Restatement, Agency 2d 88, 
|Stanford v. Pennsylvania R. Co., |defines ‘apparent agency’ as ‘the 
171 F.2d 632 (1948). |power to affect the legal rela- 
“The problems of ‘authority’ | tions of another person by trans- 
are probably the most difficult in | actions with third persons, pro- 
that segment of law loosely |fessedly as agent for the other, 
termed, ‘Agency’. Two main|/arising from and in accordance 
with the other’s manifestations 
the 50 states, rather than for|to such third persons.’ There is 
legislation per se, in any single some uncertainty as to whether 
state. The brief enumeration|Or not the third person must 
above illustrates well how widely |change his position in reliance 
| divided are the views of the states | upon these manifestations of au- 
which have adopted statutes. It| thority, but this is of no conse- 
will add little, if anything, to/Guence in the case at bar since 
adopt still a different version in| Lind clearly changed his posi- 
New Jersey. tion when he accepted the job 
It is also important to note that | Of district manager with its ad- 
the object of uniformity is more |™ittedly increased responsibili- 
institution created for that pur-| Y°rk accepts the ‘apparent au- 
pose. The National Commission-| thority’ doctrine if change of 


ers on Uniform State Laws dis- | Position is shown.” 
The opinion was rendered in 


Schenley, No. 





| cussed a draft of proposed uni-|_. 
form law at their 1959 meetings. | Lind v. 


| the draft is scheduled for further | : 


12880. | 
|Final action was not taken, and | OPinion by Biggs, C. J. filed April | 


OOar¢ 
composed of prominent |, 
Angeles lawyers, writing in th: 
legal newspaper The Metropoi. 


tan 


devoted a front page editoria! :; 


the 


said in part: 


“Our answer to this ob 
slanted article is that the 


dep 
tire 
| will 


harm already done .. 
|to point out the many 


hou 


| senting 3 
without charge, serving withor 
compensation on _ boards 
‘committees of charities, an 


| tryi 


istration of 


fact 


greed 
|more interesting reading 





News published in that 





Digest story. The editoriz 


: ; 


Vi0US, 








CVus 


icted do not pervade the er. 
bar. Such answer, howeye 
not do much to 


cure 
It is 


rs spent by lawyers 
indigent  defe 





ng to improve the adm 
justice. The 
is that a lurid picture o 

and dishonesty mak: 


m 
than : 
Lan 2 


naire 
pau 














| recital of good deeds. . ae 
“Lawyers know that unreason- e de 
able contingent fees are nt ee 


typical of the professio 
fairness, 


are 


but a small fraction of the ba 
But there are enough instances 
of greed, avarice and _ elasti 


standards of ethics to jolt ow 
own complacency. Unless all 
us who cherish the good named 


the 
aler 
out 
duc 


hasten the day when some fom 


of 


whole field of personal injwy 
litigation will be demanded } 


the 








n° 
Ady aete 





and decency 


honesty 
part of the equipment of al 


profession are continual} 
t to drive the money changers 
of the temple, the miscout- 
t of a small minority ma 


sae! 





restrictive control over the 








public.” 
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consideration in August of this} 


year. ']| RUTH H. KNARR 


If substantial agreement | 
can be reached on a draft recom- 
| mended by that group, it will be 
time enough to take up there- 
| after the question of legislation. | 
ROBERT B. MEYNER | 
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Judge To Decide Case On 
Trial Record Before 
Deadlocked Jury 





new York (ACCN)—A judge 
} weigh the guilt of three de- 
5s without hearing a word 
when General Ses- 


ndants 
}dant 














testimony 
sons Judge Mitchell D. Sch- 


itger reads the record of a 35- 
y trial that resulted last year 
a deadlocked jury. This, the 
instance in New York 








J2EE ACRE EEE 





















rst such 
scording to the district 
y’s Office, will avoid a 
y retrial. 

‘The defendants, James E. 
enstrup, George J. Nolan, and 
Robert J. Van Horn, all from 
Kew York City, are three sus- 
pended policemen accused of 
peemp! ing to burglarize a Fifth 

Ave. shoe store last year. 


The defense lawyers and as- 
district attorney Burton 
ts requested Schweitzer 
e entire trial testimony 
pening and closing 
its of all the lawyers. 
i counsel agreed t 
yriefs in Support of their 
within the next 


© 


ns two 
veitzer will then decide 
guilt or innocence ¢ 
ndants on the charge of 
burglary in the 3rd 
ich is punishable by 
years in prison. 

e find them not guilty 
harge he will be asked 
their guilt or innocence 
jlemeanor count of at 
ulawful entry, which 
hable by up to a year 


f 
da 


in 








wyers are saying, in ef- 
q if all the witnesses 
prosec and defense were 


they would testify 
they had at the first 





eing to this procedure 
defe rn did not waive 
hts of appeal. 
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Ocean County Bar Ass'n ‘Judge Urges Unrestricted | Opinions Approved For 


Officers And | 
Committees 


Toms River—The Ocean Coun- 
ty Bar Association has just an- 
nounced its roster of officers for 
1960-1961 duly elected at its 
regular April meeting, and of its 
committees appointed by the 
president, as follows: 
ey - Francis J. Ward 

t V.P. - Hon. W. E. O’Connor, Jr. 
ah V.P. - Harold A. Schuman 
3rd V.P. - Henry Lewis Gertner 
Sec. - Richard D. Sutton 
Treas. - R. W. Withington, Jr. 
Trustees - Hon. John J. Ewart 

Harold Feinberg 

Julius Cohn 

Henry H. Wiley 

Charles E. Rogers 

COMMITTEES 
Judicial Screening 

Edward M. Rothstein, Chairman 
Vincent A. Grasso 
Howard Ewart 
William H. Huber 


State Legislation & Court Rules 





Hon. William T. Hiering, 
Chairman 
Richard A. Grossman 
Nominations 


Edward W. Haines, Chairman 
Leonard G. Lomell 
Vincent A. Grasso 
Harold Feinberg 
Program and Entertainment 
Julius Cohn, Chairman 
Albert Kushinsky 
Orion J. Silverman 
Sidney T. Teitelbaum 
Ethics 
Morton C. Steinberg, Chairman 
Franklin Haywood Berry 
John E. Selser 
Hon. Jerome J. Doherty 
Legal Aid 
Albert Spitzer, Chairman 
Harold Lipsky 


Julius Braun 
Membership 
Hon. Stanley J. Blair, Chairman 


Robert H. Doherty, Jr. 
Herbert C. Heim 
Howard S. Borden, Jr 


Alvin H. Gelb 
Representative to General 
Council New Jersey State 
Bar Association 
Edward W. Haines 
Resolutions 
Mark Addison, Chairman 
Loren C. Lewis 
Hon. Nathaniel H. Roth 
Madora Jane Doherty 
Thomas J. Muccifori 
Unauthorized Practice of Law 
Joseph A. Citta. Chairman 
Percy Camp 
J. Elmer Matthews 
Michael] P. Silverman 
By-Laws 
James L. Wilson, Chairman 
Ruben D. Silverman 
Robert B. Veeder 
Public Relations and Publicity 
Bernard E. Ressner, Chairman 
Milton H. Gelzer 
Jane Rinck 
Richard R. Kushinsky 
John Rutledge 





Municipal Law 
Harold Feinberg, Chairman 
William Henry Mee 





Roy G. Simmons 

Court House Space 
Charles E. Rogers, Chairman 
Robert A. Lederer 
Leonard G. Lomell 
Robert F. Novins 

Medical 

Robert J. Novins, Chairman 
Harold A. Schuman 
Donald Hobson Ward 

Annual Bay Outing 
J. Lester Yoder, Jr., Chairman 
Harry A. Duckworth 
Edward W. Haines 
Wilbert J. Martin, Jr. 


Announcement 

Louis M. Drazin has moved his 
law offices to 25 Reckless Pl., Red 
Bank 
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|yers without charge 
| bart, 


Testimony On Mental 
Competency 


Paramus (ACCN) Federal | 
Judge David L. Bazelon urged | 
the courts to become more re- 
ceptive to modern scientific 
knowledge and to give psychia- 
trists more freedom when testi- 
fying in criminal cases. 

Bazelon, a member of the USS. 
Court of Appeals in Washington, 
spoke at a meeting of the Bergen 
and Passaic County Bar Associa- 
tions and the Soci of Clinical 
Psychiatrists Northern New 
Jersey. 

He called for 
quiry into defer 
bility for their 


sty 
ety 


of 


tricted in- 
responsi- 


unres 





lants 


ctions 





A 
< 


A co-author of the Durham 
Rule in Federal courts in Wash- 
ington, liberalizing court pro- 
cedure in cases involving mental 
diseases, Bazelo said the 
M’Naghten Rule, widely used in 
such cases for ye had been 
antiquated by modern know- 
ledge. 

Bazelon explained that the test 
under the Durham Rule, which 
was devised to void legalisms 
which compel the to turn a 
deaf ear to scientifi k nowledge, 
insight, and judg "is “sim- 


ply whether the alleged criminal 
conduct is the product of a men- 
1 disease or defe 


“The thesis i that jur- 





ies should be exposed to the cur- 
rent knowledge of the phenom- 
ena affecting hun behavior, 
supplied by experts free to com- 
municate, in a ingful way, 
their opinions and particularly 
the data on which their opinions 
are founded,” |] iid 

Bazelon criticized proposal 
by the American Law Institute 
that would hay eclared by 


legal fiat that 
(mental disorder nc 
to insanity) i 


p anaes 
t amounting 
nental dis- 


ease. 
This, he said lid freeze a 
‘highly quest medical 


proposition” into a rule of law. 

Lawyers Group Sponsors 
Comparative Law Forum 
On Domestic Relations 


Dr. Emanuel! Ra 


kman, associ- 
ate professor of Political Phil- 
osophy and Jurisprudence at 
Yeshiva University, will be the 
guest speaker 2nd annual 


» T 
Lu 


fal 


forum on Talmud rw at Con- 


gregation Beth Torah, Orange, 
N. J., on Wednesday, May 4, at 
8:15 P.M. The subject to be dis- 
cussed will be “Domestic Rela- 
tions Under Talmudic Law.” The 
forum series is part of the con- 
gregation’s professional  rela- 


tions program and is being spon- 

sored by a group of attorneys af- 

filiated with the congregation. 
The guest speaker w outline 


iil 





the basic talmudic law govern- 
ing family and domestic rela- 
tions, explain the interpretation 


and application of that law by 





he Rabbinic courts in Israel, 
and compare the treat- 

ent accorded lar problems 
under our system jurisprud- 









ence. The Rabbinic courts are 
the Jewish -stiatre of the 
common law Ecc astical courts 
and have jurisdic ‘tion over all 
matters of personal status. 
Short papers the subject 
will also be delivered by one or 


more of the sponsoring attorneys 


and at the conclusion of the 
formal presentations a question 
and answer period will be held. 


Dr. Rackman a member of 
the New York and Federal Bars. 
He holds a rabbinical degree 
from Yeshiva University and re- 
ceived B.A., LL.B. and Ph. D de- 
grees from Columbia University 
where he was elected to Phi Beta 
Kappa. He practiced law from 
1934 to 1943 when he entered the 
armed forces and is presently 
chaplain (Lt. Col.) in the US. 
Air Force Reserve. 
The forum is open 


or 


to all law- 
Ralph Nei- | 
nan of this| 


chairr 


ide. 


general 
session, will pres 


LEGAL NOTICES 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION 





Publication | 
| 


Sil ies ec To ali to whom these presents may come, 
j Greeting: 
(Continued from page 1) WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 





| by duly authenticated record of tle proceed 
’ P ings for the voluntary dissolution therew! 
Father’s action for consequen- | | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


tial da 


tial d ges is one for personal | PARK AND FIFTH REALTY & 
injuries within meaning of N.J.S. | + cousins a ae eae eee 
corpo on Oo his x e, not 4 ‘ 
2A:14-2. N.J.S. 2A:14-21 extend- office is situated at No. 24 Commerce Street, 
; im} ; : | in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
ing limitation period because of | State of New Jersey (Samuel J. Zucker, 


| being the agent therein and in charge thereo! 
upon whom process may be served). has 
| complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
|of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Pissolution. 

NUW, ‘DHEREPOKE, 1, the secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Vo Herebs 


infancy cannot be applied to 
parent’s cause which is inde- 
pendent of infant’s. 

Peoples Trust Co. v. Adjustment, 
Hasbrouck Heights (A-418-58, | 










decided December 24 1959) (eruly that the said corpera u did, OD Lit 
z 94 kb teenth day of April, 196U, tile in my 

(Full digest on page 1). | otlice a duly executed and attested consent 
}in writing to the dissolution of said cor 


In Matter of E:*. of Louis Eaton 
Hall, dec’d (A-588-58, decided 
April 11, 1960) 


executed by all the stockhuiders 
which said copsent and the 

proceedings aforesaid are DOW OL 

provided by law. 


poration, 
thereor, 
of the 
bn my said office as 


Tecora 


s | IN TESTI MON x WHELEREOF, 
(Full digest on page 2). have hereto set my hand and af 
= oats my officia! seal, at ‘lrenton 
SUPERIOR COURT this Sighteenth day of Apri, 
Ty y (Seal) A.V., One thousand nine h ‘ 
LAW DIVISION A-D.. oD 
Ridgefield Park et als v. Bergen | LVWAKL J naa 
Co. Bd. of Taxation et als (Ber- | '.J- Apr. 21, 25, May 5 $21.60 





gen Co., L-9321-58 P.W., decided 
April 11, 1960) 

In procedure in lieu of certio- 
rari and mandamus, set aside as 


unconstitutional and void 1959 


STATE UF NEW JEKSEY 
DEVAKTMENT OF SILA'LE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To alt to whom these presenia may come, 

Greetwmy: 


WHEKiAS, It appears to my satisfaction 


i p by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
county equalization table and | ings tor tne voluntary dissoiution there! 
¢ " se «(8 ° - ae! by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
table of aggregates insofar as nolders, deposited in my office that 
they affect plaintiff municipal- | ss GoLbsMitH AVENUR CORPORATION 
ity and set aside county taxes |*,cormyration oF this State, aeanithr Aare 
levied against municipality for |io we City ot “Jere County se mente 

aah pi vt . q (Belle J. erkei, 
that year. Statute providing for | ping the agent therein and in cuarge thervu 
assessing property at “true psn whom process may be served), has 


complied with the requirements of Jitie 











value” for support of county gOV- | Corporations, Geueral, Revised Statutes 
ernment has not been complied |< Se Joma. seinen « Oe ew 
with, especially as regards per- NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary 
: 9 , > 7 aX 9 j State of the State of New Je , Do Hereby 
sonal property. Tax board Cn | cats aa ae a eee ae 
not determine aggregate “true |: lay of April, 1960, file in my 
re .?? are " oc Mee a duly xecuted and attested consenL 
value of personal prope rty as writing to the dissolution sali cor 
required, but took aggregate of | poration, executed by ali the stockholders 
- a anatinn« - eo aceace tuereof, which said consent and the record 
unequal fractional values assess- | (rte weceetings alemseald axe uaw on 
ed by municipal assessors. Con- | in my said office as provided by law. 








tinued to future date the part of peli eae ae a ee a 
suit seeking mandamus to order axed mj ‘ial seal, at Trent 
tax board to equalize assessment | (s.ai) A D., one “a an 
of personal property at “true and sixty. 

value” so as to decide the possi- peotchieg ef tia 

bilities I Apr. 21, 28, May 5 $21.6 


SUPERIOR COURT 
CHANCERY DIVISION 


Sibson v. First Nat’l Bank & 
Trust Co. of Paulsboro et als 
(Gloucester Co. C-1834-58, de- 


cided April 8, 1960) 
(Full digest on page 2). 


COUNTY COURT 
LAW DIVISION 


Dunay v. International Smelting 
& Refining Co. ‘Middlesex Co 
20-23098, decided March 29, 1960) 


a 


(Full digest on page 3) 








Announcement ‘e 

Joseph Maran, Jr., has opened 
Offices for the practice of law in 
association with Jacob Friedland 






































at 591 Summit Avenue Jersey a Sve : ere 
City 6. : \ 
Pree undred 8 
LEGAL “NOTICES N 
ESSEX COUNTY COURT - ve 
LAW DIVISION CIVIT scateaitee’ oe = se 
DOCKET NO 
Civil Act 
IUDGMENT 
I MATTE! API ‘ I 
4 rd a a 
x ro ' ¥ a - 
Ts my off at 
, a ry = me prin a 
bY ~ 
‘ : ng the i charge thereot 
py = t wn «1h ~e served bas 
t mplied « s of Title 14 
at } ie 5 rporation rised Statutes 
y E vied { New J the issuing 
‘ : f this Ce - 
: ‘ ; Now t Sec re 
r, ke ho | State of the ersey 
. P Cert a rat i ; 
a = a 
"New 
St : 
a “ 
i pr : her 
Sea 4 sand mt 
( EDWARI PATTEN 
n. Secre y % 
b \ 1. 3s ‘ 
a9 39.00 
— ci - oe ss i 4 1 a 
Dated 1960 STA Ak STADLMAN 
ESTATE OF JOHN J. ROSSI, d 
Pursuant to the order of A H AVID H 
WIPNER, Surrogate of the County of Basex. of Essex 
this day made on the application of the under- fon of the 
signed, Administratrix of said deceased, notice deceased 
s hereby given to the creditors of said sreditors of 
deceased to exhibit to the subacriber, ander sudecr!ber 
sath or affirmation, th#@ir claime and demands aims and 


against the estate of said deceased within 





six months from this date. or they will be 

forever barred from prosecuting or recovering ng 

the same against the subscriber. ¢ a ° cubseriber 
LUCILLE ROSSI RUSSE i L J. MILLER 

WILLIAM Y. PRYOR, Attorney BURNETT B. ZIMMERMAN Attor 

427 Bloomfie ld Avenue 24 Commerce Street 

Montelair, N. J. Newark 2. N. J 

L.J.—Apr. 21, 28, May 5, 12. 19 LJ Apr. 21, 28, M 2. 19 
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en . LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES = 
Justices of Peace Under) m Sy, see hes i - 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY ~ 
Attack In Three': DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION _ CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION OERTIFICATE OF DIS8OLUTigy To | 
States | To all to whom these presente may come,| To all to whom these presents may come.| To all to whom these presenta may or 
| Greeting: Greeting t Greeting ~~ w 
or | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. uo daar aaa oe ze + age ene WHEREAS, It appears to my atta by 4 
j » a 1 0. 
° Chicago (ACCN) Complaints nd ae 3 gar geen A fhe — ings for the voluntary dissolntion thereof ag Bigg pce cn Aggy of the Dreee ings 
nge for ne olun disso! 0 2 ‘a - ) oO dissolution wom by t 
by tourists about justice of the ~ the unanimous consent of all the stock- nse = “danioatbad: —- S _ — — by the unanimous consent of a/! the wm sande 
vide “ . Ms 
peace courts in New Mexico set holders, deposited in my office that DE S STYL ISH STOU a at holders. deposited in my office that nm 
i 5 RYM INVESTORS, ING a r on of this State, whose principal PARK CENTRAL HOLDING ¢y 
off a legislative inquiry there} a corporation of this State, whose princien! office is situated at No. 26 Branford Place. + sagen of this State. whise priscams & 
: +s x . | office is situated at No. 17 Academy Street,|in the City of Newark, County of Essex, | office is situated at No. 301 Main @ ine 
last year which still continues, | jj the City of Newark, County of Easex,| State of New Jersey. (Isadore H. Colton. | in the City of Orange, County ot $2fme 2 Y 
n owers ere c State of New Jersey (George 8. Hochberg, | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | State of New Jersey (Seymour Rudeng,. Stale 
aw ers a d JP rong p wers were Cut in being the agent therein and in charge thereof upon whom process may be served). has | being the egent therein and in charge os bend 
Minnesota last year, the Ameri- upon whom process may be served), has | complied with the requirements of Title 14. | upon whom process may be serra, - oyun 
; ee complied wi » re »me ‘ornoratio Ge 1, « , tatut ‘om 1 ‘ aha af ae ee poe 
ean Judicatare Society reports, | euriet wie she copter es Geman or Men Serer. sealiaieaty te te leas \Geunenien Genel ar ee Tie Cory 
Also, the Michigan Bar Asso-| of New Jersey, preliminary = the issuing ger py a ts bes = 2 a Jersey. pretiesteney to the ‘nme of N 
° ‘ “ . lof this Certificate of Diasolution Ee te . Pt J ¢ this Certificate o Nasolutior " { wu 
Our Representatives ciation urged abolition of the JP |" yow THEREFORE, 1. the Secretary of tate of the thes of New Jersey. Do Hereby "NOW THEREFORE, T. the. Sc rates "0 
* o HSS ne a ‘ ae sce . ‘raby | Certify. ths ie «8 corporation did. on e ‘ 4 ° . a « atat 
Cover Daily— court system last year. | Cersity. Let the said corporation’ did, oa'the | Twelfth day of April, 1060. ‘dle in | Cottier" shat the sald corporation: dy mmm vert 
‘ Tl N M »xiC i 4 stios ti } ertify that the sak Corpere: aan . Mad = ° my office a doly executed and attested consent oyagart 4 bat the sak OE POTS Nd, om Sie Twe 
1e ew exico Investigation jt the day of April, 1960, file in my in writing to the dissolution of sald cor Fourth day of April, 1960, file 1; e , 
> > Ie aki | fee a du executed and attested consent! otiin exacnted i th tockho! office a duly executed and attosted pop aye 
found some JPs making $1,000 | |, writing to the dissolution of aald cor- lah Bho argon 5 Rincrnlh aaa ae gate in writing to the dissolution of md oe q ab 
i T + a month from fees. A number did} poration, executed by all the stockholders | 4¢ the ‘prov eedinga aforesaid are naw on file | poration, executed by all the storkbeis, na es 
n ren on not re ort their cases and fees | thereof, which sald consent and the record n my aald office as provided by law thereof, which said consent and the — oe 
: I _ S : S| of the ‘proceedings aforesaid are now on file | IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1] of the proceedings aforesaid are now m sim By 
and some did not isplay a list | in my said office as provided by law. | have hereto set my hand and af-|in my sald office as provided by Is " 
The Offices of the : ae ; I ie | IN TESTIMONY WHERBOF, 1 | fixed mv official seal. at Trenton IN TESTIMONY Wii nine 
Supreme Court of defendant's rights and the mee have hereto set my hand and af this Twelfth day oof | April. have hereto set my hand an , 
schedule as required by law. Al- fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | (Sea!) AT). one thousand nine bundr fixed my official aeal. at Tr», 
Superior Court z this Fourteenth day of April, and sixty io Ea this Fourth day of April, 4 des] 
Secretary of State most all defendants were found | (seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred EDWARD J ATT N Seal) one thousand nine hondng’s 
x } : “ae Secretary o ate i . 
guilty. } and sixty OE IJ Apr 21. 28. May 5B £21.40 Dw RI peer 
U.S. District Court : . ' EDWARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN 
hasan Minnesota's new laws require | Secretary of State - eoretary of State 
’ ' a ca “ : . ~ 6 ~ 
> ® Bae wr. 21, 28, May 6 $21.61 SHERIFF'S SALE ad.——hpr. 7, 14, 31 
Workmen's Compensation each county to have a fulltime | - _ es SUPERIOR (CHAN). D-93 | ee - 
State Tax Department salaried judge for minor civil Le PREAE EET SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY, | 
Att al Siler’ x | STATH OF NEW JERSEY CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY, Dated: March tn 
orney Gener: and criminal matters and give ce ARTM ENT OF STATH DOCKET NO. F 1007-99—Between Irvmar | ggTaTE OF NICOLA PALMADbas 
, - . OK OATE © TIS8OL atments itd. limited partnership decense 
Bureau of Vital Statistics defendants the right to cone To ail to whom these presenta may oom Se eiicke * oe tana a peewenee as ot : 
> nA CAS ¢ PN: ¢ Greeting Stevens and Frank KR. Stev . her busband, STAN cement tin A fe 
All other State Offices their cases from a fee-paid to 8) WitkKHAS. 1¢ appeare to my eatisfactton, | S{°ve"n, and Frank H. Stevens, ber busband ae eee oe im 
salaried judge. | by duly authenticated record of the proteed [ing co. a New Jersey corporation, and Gen vat Mens Og Bite Pikes re 
I Michigan’s Washt - ,| ings for the voluntary diasolution thereof | ona) Investment Corporation, a New Jersey neice gr a ail r f fo -“ 
In Ber en Essex Hudson n ichigan's ASNCE NAW) by the unanimous consent of all the eteck wrporation, Defendants, Execution. For Sale ssh “ae ae : . ie o yibit t = - 
. “ | halde denosite< P : ‘ ~ ~ sald deceased o exhib ot pret 
3 . : *}county, the Circuit judge began | 7%); \1 "ONGINE! RING NERVICH 8. INC J - ee t oa oe ve stated writ of ex-| Mader oath or affirmation, their 
’ P ‘ rir ‘ ’ the above ate v o beer reine » eatate o z 
Passaic and Union close supervision of JPs recently } 4 corporation of thie State, s wine principal eeation. t she Girected, I. ehall @xnode dor “ mente sans 2 hea Men ge Bg said a core 
op fice is situated at » 27 Rosedale Avenue, she Public ma 1-16 » | With ! ontn oO! n te, or ¢ — 
Counties after serious irregularities had | n the City of Clifton, County of Passaic, | *tle by Publi : om 16. at the | will be forever barred from prosecuting am 2 “2 
calcein ~ State of New Jersey (Anthony N. Chirico rey seri s 7 . a “athe es recovering the same against the subsers sale 
; been uncovered, ; ATS MOS. | wins the anent theveie end te anenee Gheveet tg od ce at cieeioe ee PETER PALMADESSO | eT ing | 
County Clerk s Office Night court is required on Satur- | ee aon aa ee ean le ~ parcel of land and premises hereinafter par Vv. WILI aoe ae tian ae A) ns 
» nc complied ne 0 bed ticuls described, situate, lying and being » Attorney a 
Register days to permit persons to Obtain | Corporattone, General, of Revieed Statutes | iCUlariy described. sekx “Codi jew | 850 Broad Street 
8 bail and avoid a week end in jail of New Jersey. preliminary to the lesuing loo City of Newark, Essex County, New Newark 2, N. J ver 
Surrogate . ™ ‘ “+ lof this Oertificate of Dissolution. “BEGINNING at a point in the northerly | )-J-—-Apr. 7, 14, 21, 28, May 5 : 
” 


n -easonabl -ourt hours are NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of rigs a hear alias OK tele —— = 
= d bs - One Stee . u ‘0 we = rn ee State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby aus asthe ied Aa } Aelia 7 ig Booed TAKE NOTICE: That the 
equire on other days. re Certify that the sald corporation di, en the |i. Gf the northerly line of Miller atreet apply to the Essex County 


- < ; Fourth day of April 1960, fil in my . 
cords must be open to the public = pr to with the easterly line of Brunswick street as | }fouse, Newark, New Jersey or 
I p office a duly executed and attested consent sald streets are laid down and designated on | at 10 o'clock {n the forenoon 


County Clerk’s Vault 
Register’s Vault 
Sheriff’s Office 























‘ during regular court hours, also. |!n writing to the disselutton of eatd cor- certs titled ‘Map of the Lyde Baie tthe 
Surrogate s Vault = 8 a ' . poration, executed by all the stockholders | | oo Clinton New - keyalg TE GOEEy "a CO ABGUIDe she DRmon sais 
Further, justices must attend an | thereof. which said consent and the record | yarn Cliton. New sory Samuel At. | Anthony Ferrera, 
Referees in Bankruptcy ; tee: : é \ of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file |" Bi nd ; Signed: SALLY PPNNE1 
annual school held by the Court ‘a ake Gate nk tan een Seer ade water and F. A. Carter ou veyed by Peter Individually and 
Chancery Division Chambers | judge. [Te “Se: pce, OMe Cue, Re ee ar tet SS 
have hereto set my hand and af "" sahil fe enceee |. an infan 
Compensation Courts _ eet - Gxed my official eral. at Trenton | 14 on aald map: thence: (1) running north. Goldberg & Goldberg, 
, P 5 1] a ' ty ¢ Attorne 
All County Courts and Offices bias tt J Fou , at PR oh" 14.80 feet to the southerly Hne of Iand con ag terns? eas 
BS OUNT T oa e verved by the sald Henry Glorleux and wife ies 4 " ance ‘ 
Municipal Courts and Offices ae | a Ry, to Frank W. Utter, thence: (2) northweat-| Newark 3. New Jersey ; 
DOCKET NO | Secretary of tate : erly along said U ee A ane . fi: Sn -— ~ : = 
CIVIL ACTION JI. Apr. 21, 28, May 5 $21.60 eoeuch the cour af te STATE OF NEW JERSEY pa 
District Courts In the Matter 7 ar oan ation es ; : a between the house on the: iot DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
of LOUIS NEBELKOPE an |T) WHOM IT MAY CONCERN ee OERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
. MURL L RUDD NEBELKOPF, Take 1 « that mio Fernandez Vidal, gas hae og sre nahe ieee To all to whom these presenta may tom 
All Parts of the District Courts | individuauy a: ol as parents and Elizabeth Vidal, Dol ds Fra - ata bop Sica Walt HO: tke ta Greeting 
: and “Bobby-Allen Vi northerly Ifne ae ariitas. atbaat>. thanee WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfactie 
I int rt P . by duly authenticated record of t y 


natural yon 


in the Counties mentioned. 





the same 16 feet 8 





lians of 
LEN JOY NEBELKODF and 





| MARK NEBEI —. x, a. Ce tee ‘he paint and place of REGINNING | '@e for the voluntary disao 
6 for leave to assume the names of 10:00 AM roa wn and designated ag No, 24 | y. the unanimous consent of « 
|} LARRY a NOBE 1 . MURIEL RUDD ; Newark, New Jersey holders. deposited in my office 


ipproximate amount of the Judgement CROCK ER-WHEELER 
ed by said eale ts the anm of MANUFACTURING CORPOR 
nd Seventeen | & corporation of this State. w 
tuated at No. 145 8 


|} NOBEL, ELLEN JOY NOBDBI 
jand MARK DAVID NOBEL, 


Services We Perform— 











| LOUIS NEBELKOPF ind MURIEL RUDD anand aia r (£9.717.14 
| Ni KOPF, individus Takap Miaceth a aahee sents ¥ or * th ats of this sale n i ff Newark, Co 

Ascertaining corporate name, - pee. ae ee Newark NT. AGH Ti 1060 State of New Jersey (R. H 
| . Mid , ‘ : 


1080 B being the agent therein and in 





NEIL G. DUFFY. Sheriff 
t ornes 


availability and corporate in- 


upon whom process may be 































































h sel Mia n Gelbe« A ttorne 
formation ie app 7 Age $9.45 J-—-Apr. 21. 28. May 5. 12 $42.21 complted with the requirements 
r ‘ 5 ‘ fed com roa judgment s > iaiemninnel ___—*| Corporations, General, o evis 
Service of papers on attorney: ther nan LARRY L. NOB EL. ss | of New Jersey, preliminary ¢ 
i14 lig S Ml } tUDD NOBEL, ELLEN JOY ESSEX OUNTY DISTRICT COURT Date 1: March 17, 1960| of this Certificate of Dissolut 
Filing and deliv ery of papers, Né M ARK DAY Ip NOBE L.; and it LAW DIVISION ESTATE OF EVA E “ADDY, deceased | NOW THEREFORE, I, the 
files. etc. pea t i >» com DOCK] i NU Puranant ¢ the alk f DAVID H./| State of the State of New Jerse; 
vlied statute Vil, ACTION WIENER, Surrogate of the Connty of Essex, | Certify that the said corporat 
Obtaining information and date | RK being Jl DGMENT thie day made on the application of the Gacnre fourth day of Marct 
; sa ire utter the Applicat f indersigned Executor of sald deceased, | my office a duly executed and attested 
Abstrac ting dockets . : Vi Wi SON and W. netice is hereby g ven to the creditors of/{n writing to the dissolution 
Searching and abstracting trade) ,, Muriei | WEDLS and WARREN t <iktnation, ce. uae kt Genet align oa y Bly 
names, corps., chattel mtgs 2 ; pe and ' W / net the eaters of — — of the proceedings aforesaid ar 
‘ fark elkop t and ¢t v > ’ are ’ ws 1 thes ror this date, or hey ) eo ovided t 
estates, etc. ant i to assume the names of LARRY lk: day »r barred from prosecuting or in my ee “Coens Ww 
- L. NOBEL. MURIEL R C “as NOBEL, ELLEN n » $ i I the same against the subscriber 2 se ‘ 
Procuring Forms or Rules OY NOBEL and MAI DAVID ‘NOBEL, | for @ judgment ‘NATIONAL NEWARK & PSSEX — a pa 
Marking District Court cases . r Ma 16 1960, and t|* vonne We RANKING COMPANY OF NEWARK 7a Tt! Brey oar 
avis v . 1 Ss} \ : wePP Po EES! his wenty-fourth 
Obtaining police and hospital : = ‘ vitme«EA, °° a 2. oe 
; : Seq. | Eaet range. N and sixty o, 
reports sand the Court being | Ty" “Sark oq 31) ape 7, 14, 21 EDWARD J. PATTES 
5 sal 1 Pe a e are no rea Secretary of State yen Lai 
thereto; * : L.J.—Apr. 7, 14, 21, 28 —. 
& Ml 4th day of April, 1960. | ro WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: ——— a 
a hereby | be el NOTICE that we shall apply to; Dated: March 14, 1 - 
m ~ t , ‘ the Hudson Co ounty Court, Law Division, at | see incoame », 
Messenger Service sagt the Con . Newark and Baldwin Ave-| ESTATE OF LILLIAN SERAPIY, Cote ty oi 
x : renee ee and that’ nues y City. New Jersey, on the 13th eee aoe, ty of et 
WALTER H. CONKLIN, inter May, 1960, at ten O'clock in the WIENER, Surrogat LM cahcaetat fis 
1, OF as soon cneraatine as we may| this day made the app 
o| undersigned Executor 


Our messenger calls at your; _ Judge, Essex County Court 








i] strt for a juc uthorizi 
office daily for your instructions & Jedgmest authority ¢ | mottos is hereby given t 
st } sO r Attorney fo aintiff SINO , ra said deceased to exhibit 

and requests on forms provided | ; pig ® siiee SI and DOANE | ee ae or atimmation. 

by us. aoe : SINOPOLI, individually and | demands against the estate of 2 carbor 

State th of CONCETTA SINOPOLI | | within six months from this me ls 

. ite and. ‘Revi ee Tul es INOPOLI | will be forever barred f ~theedie 

@ i pr farch 28th, 196 | recovering _ pa a a 
WALTER H. CONKLIN DE FAZIO. DAV SON D AZIO | MYER LINNICK ‘ 
aire ha ene & DE FAZ | MEYER LINNICK, Attorney ¥ 





JUDGE ESSEX COUNTY ae a 
n of sroad Street 


Reports 

















SIDNEY H. SMITH | Newark 2. 
+ + to “dl rTORNE “OR PLAINTIFFS r = | L.J.—Mar Apr. 7 
A prompt report is given you ae oe ee May 5 $14.49) 1 J.—Ma 
on each request you make. — nner 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY Dated: March 28, 1960 | | ESTATE OF ( HARLES G 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE rE OF ELSIE M. MEEKER, deceased. seen AS order 






CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION to the onder of DAVID &.| wigan Semomts of the 

To all to whom these presents may come, . Surrogate of the County of Essex, | this day made on the applicati 

| Greeting: this day made on the applicat ion of the under-| igned, Exeentor of : 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | signed Executor of said deceased.| notice is hereby given 

by duly authenticated record of the proceed: | notice is hereby given to the creditors Of | said deceased to t 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ‘aid deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. ! under oath or affirmation, th: 
|by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | "nder oath or affirmation. their claims and | demands against the estate 
holders, deposited in my office that jemands against the estate of said deceased | within six months from thi 





THIS SERVICE IS AVAILABLE 
TO YOU FOR A NOMINAL 
MONTHLY CHARGE 


































130 FIRST ST. CORP. within six months frem this date, or they| will be forever barred pes 
tN i of weed “oe < principal | Will be forever barred fr m prosecuting if recoveri the same aga en bac 
Servin the ar oO } tv ted at N 1 recovering the same against the subscriber ow > SAVINGS Tiit 
= g Ba ge ew Jerse} of Newark. © ARTHUR M. MEEKER 1 ¢ ears 5 all & MALONEY, 4® mn 
For Over 30 Years ; Jersey( Fre : PETER M. ADUBATO, Attorney Street 
being the agent therein fee ris charge Gnas. 24 Branford Place . 2 NJ 
upon whom process may be served), has | Newark 2, N. J 31, Apr. 7. 14 
|complied with the requirements of Title 14, | L.J.- Mar. 31, Apr. 7. 14, 21, 28 a 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
N | J Y LA |of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing } Dated 
of this — of Dissolution. Dated: March 23, 1960| ESTATE OF RONALD L. 
NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | ESTATE OF EDWARD A. KRACKE | deceased 
SERVICE | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | leceased. | Pursuant to the order 0 
| Certify that the said corporation did, on the | Pursnant to the order of DAVID H. | WIEN ‘ER, Surrogate of the C 
Thi : April, 1960, file in | WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Eesex,/ this day made on the app! 
my ‘den a aan mil and attested consent | this day made on the application of the under- | undersigned Executors f 





24 Fadison Place. Newark 2 : 





_ | in writing = the dissolution of said cor- ened, Executor of said deceesed, | notice is hereby given to ¢ 
| poration, executed by all the stockholders | notice is hereby given to the creditors of | sald deceased to exhibit to 

thereof, which said consent and the record | said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, | under oath or affirmation, 

ie. | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | under oath or affirmation, their claims and | demands against the estate 














4 in my said office as provided by law. | dema against the estate of said deceased | within six months from this o@ 
jt ricco a ig IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I | within six months from this date, or they | will be forever barred t 
. : © sstisfied y «a have hereto set my ha a af- | will be forever barred from prosecuting or| recovering the same against the 
Our representative will be happy 3 33.8 re fixed my oficial! seal at Trenton. | recovering the same against the subscriber. | HELEN H. FREIE ia H ! 
' I rs end Fifty thr Cent ; this Thirteent dar 0 April, | ORGAN GUARANTY TRUST COMPANY FIDELITY UNION TR - Fz 
» call on you to explain thie | etic: ‘ath the cute of thin wale (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred OF NEW YORK | RIKER, DANZIG, MARSH & SCHERE am 
serviee j etail. Sew s ri J. Avril 11. 196 and sixty PITNEY, HARDIN & WARD, Attorneys Attorneys et 3 
r p in tai i j= | 
NEIL G Sheriff EDWARD J. PATTEN, | 500 Broad Street 744 Broad Stree ~~ 
Ben! Wasser yrney Secretary of &tate. | Newark 2, NJ | Newark 2. N ty 
—— LE r 21 28M 2 $25.91 'L.J.Apr. 21, 28. May 5 $21.60 | L.J.—Mar. 31, Apr. 7, 14, 21, 28 | L.J.—Mer. 24, 31, Apr. 7. 14, 4} 
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ATE 
— pEPAKTMENT OF STATE 
; CERTIFIOATE OF DISSULUTION 
"te gis to whom these presents may come, 
LUN To nad | 
OY tomy Lae AS, It appears to my satisfaction, | 
we iv guibenticated record of the proceed- 
dae the voluntary dissolution thereof | 
jmous consent of all the steck 
eposited in my Office that 
SIKIAL OCUNTRACTING & 
BUILDING ©OU., INC. 
Of )f this State, whose principal 
p sted at No. 28 Lincoln Parkway, | * 
of Bayonne, County of Hudson, 
New Jersey (Samuel Schultz, 
ent therein and in charge thereof, 
mm process may be served), has 
ith the requirements of Title 14, 
avons, General, of HKevised Statutes 
ow Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
‘ay tps Certiticate of Dissolution 
HOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 


state of New Jersey, Lo Hereby 
the said corporation did, on the 
th day of March, 1960, file in 
y executed and attested consent | 

































to the dissolution of said cer 
executed by all the stockholders 
hich said consent and the record 
eedings aforesaid are now on file | 
fice as provided by iaw 
TESTIMONY WHEKHOF I 
have bereto eet my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
« Twenty-eighth day of March 
A dea! AvD., ope thousand nine bundred 
d 4 aud sixty. paretes 
bLVWAKD J. PATTEN 
beoretary of Btate. 
j}—Apr. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 
tg p 
Lhe (pb ‘bw Jhb 
shi dibNA OF DIAL 
Ty MeALBK UR VISSULLLION 
om these preacnts may come 
it appears to my satistact 
niicaled record o the proceed 
Vo uuulary Jisnsoituliv the 
” conser nt i 1 ‘ * 
mat in my othiee that 
GH KIDGh HOSS 
1 this State, whose 
atxi at No. SY Central Avenue, 
at Clifton, County of Passai 
ew Jersey (Miiton Werkeman, 
ut therein and ip charge Ub 
process lay le aerved ‘ 
j b Ube requirements of ‘ 
4 (,enerai, Of Kevined ites 
ew devravy preluminary tw the eeuUlDE 
4s (ertilicate of Diaselution | 
Ww. THEREFORE, |, the Secretary of | 
7 ita of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
ene ¥ eruty that the said corporation op the 
rt < wenty 1 day of March, 1¥60, tile in my} 
1 tee 8 y executed and attested consent | 
use w the dissolution of said cor 
secuted by all the stockholders 
ein woh sald coneent and th record 
be pr dings aforesaid are pow on file 
uy eau tice as provided by law 
IhSTLIMONY W ELA RASE l 
have hereto eet my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
‘Twenty-ninth day of March 
‘ 4 one thousand nine hundre 
aud sixty 
$10° BUWARD J. PATTEN 
tary of State 
; j—apr. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 
ows IE OF NEW JERSEY 
ney Come \MIMENI OF SLATE 
Aik UF DISSULL TION 
mm these presents may nn 
it pears to my satiaiacts 
iLicated record of t 
voluntary disselution tt 
jvus COnRent of ali the 
ited in my office that 
K. CANDY CORP 
this State. whose princina 
ated at No. ¥6 Main Street, 
Newark, County ef heasex, 
ow Jersey (Daniel Gordon, 
therein and in charge thereof 
roces# may be seryed) bas 
the requirements of Title 14 
eueral, of Revised Statutes 
to the suing 


y. preliminary 
te of Dissolution 
-KEFORE, I, the Secretary 

State New Jersey 
i¢ said corporation did. 
lay of March, 1960, 





of 
Do Hereby 
the 

in 
executed and attested consent 


of 
oD 


file 


of said cor 
stockholders 
the recerd 
now on file 


the dissolution 
by all the 
consent and 
ngs aforesaid are 

















fice as provided by law 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- | 
frei my official seal, at Trenton, | 
’ this Twenty-ninth day of March, | 
“a A one thousand nine hundr 
ar _Sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
se retary of State. 
rer 14, 21 $21.60 
cui 






























2 OF NEW JERSEY 
ARTMENT OF STATE 
CATE OF DISSOLUTION 
hom these presents may 








It appears to my satisfaction, 
nticated record of the proceed 
voluntary dissolution thereof 
10us consent of all the stock- 
“sited in my office that 
1R CONSTRUCTION CO. 
o of this State. whose principal 


ed at No. 89 Central Avenue 
Clifton, County of Passaic, 
Jersey (Milton Werksman, 


t therein and in charge thereof, 





rocess may be served). has 
1 the requirements of Title 14 
General, of Statutes 
preliminary to the issuing 
te of Dissolution. 
ORE, I, the Secretary 





H 
on 


State of New Jersey, Do 
the said ase did. 
i f March, 1960, file 
executed and 
the dissolution of said cor- 
ited by all the stockholders 
said consent and the rec 


the 
in my 
attested consent 























iings aforesaid are now on 
e as provided by law 
TIMONY WHEREOF. I 
eto set my hand and af 
¥ official seal. at Trento 
Twenty-ninth day of March 
né ©6thousand hundred 
{2D J. PATTEN 
eo: of State. 
’ 14, 2] $21.60 
ated: March 21. 1960 
HAROLD M. BLANCHARD 
the order of DAVID H 
Trogate of the County of Essex 
® on the application of the 
=Xecutors of said deceased 
Ziven to the creditors f 
exhibit to the subscribers 
affirmation, their claims 4 
the estate of said deceased 
ths from this date, or they 
' barred from prosecuting or 
Same against the subscribers 
TH BITTLES BLANOHARD 
{ERCER BLANOHARD, JR 








Attorneys 


31, Apr. 7, 14, 21 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


















































































































SHERIFF'S SALE 
































































































































DEPAKTMENT OF STATE SUPERIOR (LAW) F-247 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY, 
OO ee whom these presents may come LAW DIVISION, ESSEX OOUNTY. 
Z : JOCK EB’ NO 023-5% } - 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction , oe gl 4 ; New Jer oa go 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- plaintiff, vs ‘Joseph ( », defendant. Ex- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | geytion.’ : , 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- By virtue of above stated writ ef 
holders, de ——, QUE, ei: that execution, to me directed, I shall expose 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | a: the (oust Eine sb peli —— Ba 
fice is situated at No. 31 Lackawanna Plaza,| ‘seq day of Ma a ae hig 
n the Town of Bloomfield, County of Ensex. | era ; bg Se eee caer ve Fn per 
certen of New Jersey (Howard Peck, | satacent €2 th ry a by ; a os dedeonant “a 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof in and to a 1 that , rta 1 ‘tract or parcel 
upon whom process may be dervel). BOO) ws tend and remiace ‘itunte lying and! 
mplied with the requirements of Title 14.] , 0.00 i) one cute ot aenaie ” takane Oo 
~orporations, General, of Revised Statutes pag Jer the “— wark, Essex unty, | 
|of New Jersey, preliminary to the issui pay one | 
if this Certificate of Dissolution. _ 7 ag ag dM ge Bon, pene gees 4 
’ jerce street three u 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | fifty-four fect coe Lena 
State of the State of New Jersey, Lo Hereby | .¢ A foot (35 a y from the south- 
Certif ‘ | 
Perr boon rg a ae. = i west —. ree ot “et and Springfield 
office a duly executed and attested consent " ay ape fi rn ng 4 westerl line of 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | ; ae vacua ses?" 7 oa aie (23") ny - 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | , ¢} 4 
thereof, which said consent and the record © ene : ‘ 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file berbeg de : 4 a to Pierce 
in my said office as provided by law + aaathats “ a : ce P wien etre 
IN TESTIMONY WHERKOF, 1 d pf Aga Mi ia : 
have hereto set my hand and af y a right angles to Pierce 
fixed my official seal. at Trento ) the place of 
this Fifth day of April, A.D 
Seal) = thousand nine hundred and ka pr nen mveyed to the 
Sikly J Ang [ Colelle 
EDWARD J. PATTEN Poem. 
’ Secretary of State o | August 11 1949, fr i in B ok §-113, 
Ld Apr. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 age 310, dated August 1 1949 
‘ and designated ## No. 30 
Pie wark J 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY é . ° tho 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE to ae cee ae ae ae 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION heaa “Fiaaead) ane jente-our - Doliats 
OY ea whom there presenta may come and Twenty-Eight ¢ $574.23), together 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | ¥'th the costs ss tegie 4 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed wark, N.J., Ma oo, Le 
nee or the voluntary dissolution the 7 ». DUFFY, Sheriff 
y the nanimous consent of all the stock HERMA J ZIPAGLER, A ttorney 
iders. deposited in my office that J At . = ‘i $35.02 
THE CLAREMONT CRANFORD REALTY 
OCOKPORATION | ) March 30, 1960 
: Fporation oF this Sta | ESTATE OF SA ATORE CENTANNI, 
8 situated a deceased 
; : me Cit ; Pursuant to the o of DAVID H 
abe ” ‘ WIENER, Surroga e f aty of Kesex, 
agent there this day made 1 the ap ation of the 
ion procesa may be served) “ e * 
b 4 a a sel ltr of Titel oe ereby. give me a+ te ne ers 
; , Ge a of Revised Statutes is bere wv given , h editors 0 ea 
i“ Saw tans, re ts ta seaeine leceased bo exhib a subscriber, under 
this Cartificata of Diaasiniion yath or affirmat i eir aime and demands 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | *#@)U8! te . bid deceased > be 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby | #1% Mentos: Day pr bebe 
Certify that the said corporat ion did, on the restgighatad es sipinse sae Satan 
ghth day of A 1960, file in my the same agains ies ceaeee 
flee a duly re ated and attested consent | , py7-7 . print 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor aa" = ORT, 4 
wration, executed by all the stockholders | * a eee 
thereof. which sald consent and the record wark, N. J 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | * Ap = win Ps 4s : 4 
In my said office as provided by law - 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF I STATE OF NEW Ji >» 
have hereto set my hand f DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
fixed my official sea at ton CERTIFICATE O DISSOLUTION 
this Eighth day of April, A.D Jo all to whom presents may come 
Sea me thousand nine hundred and Greeting 
ixty WHEREAS, It appears to my satiafaction 
i DWARD J. PATTEN by duly authenticates cor af ¢ proce 
Secretary of State }ings for the ary solutio there 
Apr 4, 21 25 $21.60|\ by the unanimous yn we gli the stock 
ders, depos) my ffice that 
DEVELOMVM I ATIONS CO 
TATE OF NEW JERSEY Sane gaa aa. ai oe ae 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE mars tad , 
ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTI capa eat abe gne es 
To ali to whom thease resents may come Pete ius “ i 
Greeting state ol New ’ 
WHE my satisfaction, | ving the ag t 
a sage ° proceed whom rime 
s for tam. there mplied with the requirements 
thie aehow Corporations, Gener f Ke 
ries that ot New Jersey r t ary 
- NI AVE if this Certificate of Db lu 
NOW, THEREFOR! I, the Secretary of 
‘ Y S 1 | State of the State of w Jerse Do Hereb; 
BS ‘ L apo Ml eal pe Certify that t wration did, on the 
na ‘ of s.. Count of Twenty Means March pe Boas accom. 
ihe 7 v° pe fice a duly x , tested consent 
: . (Herman E in writing to the dis tion of said cor- 
I ‘ h R the therein and 1D) poration, execute by 1 th stockholders 
arge th process may be) thereof, which said usent and the recor 
we ed nas ¢ led W th the requirements | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
of Tit 14 GC ogg s, General, of kev — ny said office as rovided by law 
Statutes f ew erse. Dp minary to the TESTIMONY WHEREOF J 
g of this Certi nate Dissolution. have hereto set o hand and af- 
NOW, THEREFORE, I Secretary of fixed my ficial sea at Trenten 
State of the State of New J: y. Do Hereby this Twenty-ninth day of March 
that the sai - corporation did, on the | (Seal) A.D one thousand nine hund 
1 of ] 960 file in my and s 
ffice a duly execu and attested consent EDW ARD J. PATTEN 
in writing to the ) of said cor- me ae Fs of State 
poration, executed the stockholders | L.J At 7. 14,3 $21.60 
thereof. which said t and the recor e eee 
f the proceedings aforesaid are ne on file 
in my said office as provided by law STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
IN TESTIMONY WHERPOF, I! DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
have hereto set my hand and af- | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
—_ 2 sea! hes Pie i | To all to whom these presents may come, 
this ighth d Oar a pril, oo | Greeting 
Sea ne thousand nine hundred and WHEREAS, to my satisfaction 
sixty. 4 - by duly authentic d of the proceed- 
phase oe }ings for the vol ssolution thereof 
, ane’ te ae eae $21.60 | bY, the unanimous cons of all the stock- 
! 7 in “= | holders, deposited m “e that | 
STAMARGEN DEVELOPMENT CORP. | 
Dated: April 11, 1960 ja corporation of this State, whose principal | 
OF THOMAS A. BARRETT, | office is situated at N — Main Avenue, | 
|} in the City Passa ty of Passaic, | 
DAVID H_| State of New Jersey (Joseph Keegan, | 
f Essex. | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | 
of the| upon whom process may be served), has 
ceased,| complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
creditors of | Corporations, General tevised Statutes 
riber,| of New Jersey, prelin ary to the issuing 
s and| of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
de ceased NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Seeretary of 
r they | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
rosecuting or| Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
subscriber. | TW da March, 1960, file in my 
fice ily executed and attested consent 
| in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
5 2 of the proceedings af d are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
| IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will have hereto set my hand and af- 
the Es aaae Court, Court fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
New Jersey at 10 00 A.M. this Twenty-ninth day of March, 
of a for a judg-| (Seal) > D., one isand nine hnndred 
nt ne 0 of Gerald David nd sixty 
le Allen, and Eleanor Ford EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
n Secretary of State 
Abramow (L.S.) L.J.—Apr. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 
and as natural guardian —— ace 
rt Abramow, | TAKE NOTICE that on Thursday, May Sth, 
Elear = i Abramow (L.S.) 960, at 10:00 A.M t es Signs ‘d tye 
ADLER & WINICK, ESQS. i ewer. | 
alisade Avenue ithe , { | 
Englewood New Jersey | ~ — ~~ 
rners for } om = 
L.J.—Apr. 14 5 $12.60 : fant, Dy 
| ’ ¢ 
Dated: March 16, 1960 
ESTATE OF RHODA E.S. ROSSBACH, } 
fer of DAVID H. 2 $10.08 | 
e Cc Te | 
am TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 
of deceased, | apply to the Esse nt} rt on May 5th 
to the creditors of| 1960 at 10 A.M., a ( House, New- 
to the subecriber,/ ark. N.J. for judg rizing her to 
on, their claims and/ ass » the nam y 1 Feuerstein for 
tate of said deceased | her Da Feuerstein for 
this date, or they! her n 
from prosecuting or Mulvey i and as 
recovering the same against the subscriber ’ guard | 
TH HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION Davi i Charles M | 
ANDRE WB. ¢ 1K UMMY Attorney il H. Block, Attorne for Plaintiff, | 
60 Park Place | 
Newark. N. J | 
- 4a I Apr. 7 $2 98 £10.08! 


| ESTATE 


Dated: March 24, 1960 
ESTATE OF HENRY F. MERRIAM, 
decea 


Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Kesex, 
this day’ made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executors of said 


notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers, 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demandS~sgainst the estate of sald deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same net the subscribers. 

JOHN DL. MERRIAM 

THE FIRST NATIONAL BANK 

= WEST ORANGE 
GROSSO, BECK & MANGILNO, 
Main Street 
Orange, N. J. 
L.J Mar. 3 


tterneys 


252 


1, Apr. 7, 14, 21, 28 





Dated: March 28, 1960 

OF ELIAS BERLOW, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. WIEN- 
ER, Surrogate of the County of Keeex, this 
day made on the application of the under- 
signed, kxecutors of said deceased, notice is 
hereby given to the creditora of said deceased 
to exhibit to the subscribers, under eath or 
rPisere mn, the ‘ir Claims and demands against 
he estate of said deceased withig #ix montha 
fn this date. or they will be forever barred 


frem prosecuting or recovering the eame 
against the subscribers. 
LEONARD BERLOW 
SHELDON BERLOW 
RICHARD BERLOW 
MELVILLE J SERLOW, Attorney 
207 So. Harrison Street 
hast Orange, N. J 
L.J Mar. 31, Apr. 7, 14, 21, 28 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting 


WHEKEAS, It appeara to my satisfaction 








by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the volustary dissolution thereof 
by the uapanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
ALLOX Riek RAC PUORIES CO., INC, 

a r a , tate whose 

, s 8 1 , rhage Market 

¢ ty f P yunty 





a rsey M 
being the agent therein and in charge ther 


f New Robert 




















eof, 
ijpon whom process may be served), baa 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Meviaed Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
yf thia Certuicate of Disaoiution 
NOW THEKEFOKE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Lo Hereby 
Certify that the sald corporation did, on the 
hignth Jay of April, 1960 file in my 
a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing tM the dissolation of sai cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my vice as provided by law 
TESTIMONY WHEKEOF I 
hereto set my hac and af- 
my official seai, at Trenton 
Kighth day of April A.D., 
Sea thousand nine hun and 
sixt 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 
j Apr 14, 21 25 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To li to whom these preaenta may come 
Greeting 


V rit 






sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 

L.J Apr. 14, 21, 28 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these preaentsa may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 


the proceed- 
thereof 
the stock- 


by duly authenticated record of 
ings for the voluntary dissolr 
by the unanimous consent of al! 
holders. deposited in my office 

SCHWARTZ BROS. TRU‘ 
a corporation of thie State. 
office is situated N 1 
in the Ci ty * ' 
State of New | Joseph § 
heing the agent therein and in charge tb vest. 
npon whom process may be served) bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Diasolntion 

NOW. THEREFORF. I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said cornoration did. on the 
Thirty-first day of March, 1960, file my 
office a duly executed and attested eo onsen 
tn writing to the dissolntion of said cor- 
roration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
'n my said office as provided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 


+t 





D 





of 











fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Thirty-first day of March 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hnundr 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary ef State 
L.J.—-Apr. 14, 21. 28 $21.60 
Dated: March 18, 1960 
ESTATE OF WILLIAM F. RAAB, deceased 














Purenant to the order of DAVID H 
WIENER, Surrogate of the inty - Easex. 
this day made on the a fe of the 
undersigned, Administratrix of said ye 
notice is hereby given to the creditora of 
said deceased to exhihit to the eubecriber, 
under oath or affirmation, their claime and 
demands against the’estate of sald deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecnting or 


nst the subscriber 


the same a 
HELLER 


recovering ag 
LOUISE R 


| BOYD, DODD, KEER & BOOTH, Attorneys 
31 Park Street 

Montclair, N. J 

L.J.—Mar. 24. 31, Apr. 7, 14, 21 





















Dated: April 4, 1960 
ESTATE OF FRANK A. HERBEN, JR., 
deceased. 


Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber 

affirmation, their claims and 
estate of said deceased 

from date, or they 
prosecuting or 


the subscriber. 











verir 8a 
THE NATIONAL 3 WARK & ESSEX 
BANKING COMPANY OF NEWARK 
STANLEY L. GEDNEY, JR., Attorney 
525 Main Street 
East Orange, N. J 
L.J3.— As 14, 21, 28, May 5, 12 
Dated: April 7, 196/ 
OF CHARLES D. KAELILN, 


ESTATE 






subscriber 








claims and 
id deceased 
they 
Z or 
bacriber 
Dated 8, 1966 
ATE OF ANTONIO DI Ff "ASQCA 
4iso known as DE PASQUE, deceased 
Purs t order if “DAVID H 





t theae presenta may 
Greeting 


WHERE 
























sa e ss or 
IN TESTIM NY 
bave hereto ¢e* 
fred my official 
this Eleventh day 

Soa be} e “1 rine ann i™ 
J PATYEN 
4 2S $3: 4 











ae 
w 
“vert 

ro eo aM 

1960 fer a 


SONNTE § 





Rertram &§ 

850 Broad Street 

Newark 2. N J 

1.J.—-Mar. 31. Apr 7. 24, 21 $7.54 





NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, APRIL 21, 1960 




















Page Twelve 


New Bergen Courthouse Wing Nearing Completion 


The four-story wing which 
connects the Bergen County ad- 
ministrative building, courthouse 
and jail in Hackensack will be in 


full use and operation this 
month. 
The Board of Freeholders 


plans a formal dedication of the 
new structure probably in May. 

Several departments already 
have moved into the new wing 
while others are scheduled to 
move as soon as completion of 
electrical work, painting and in- 
stallation of finished floors per- 
mits. 

The new wing will provide 
approximately twice the area 
for administrative quarters and 
will triple the present space al- 
lotted to courtrooms. 

Ten new courtrooms, six of 
which are jury courts and four 
of which are hearing rooms, have 
been concentrated on the third 
and fourth floors. All are air 
conditioned. Each courtroom has 
a private chamber for the judge, 


and private offices for the court | 


clerk and staff. Prisoners will be 
brought directly from the jail to 
the court rooms through a pass- 
ageway which leads to a private 
elevator. Prisoners awaiting en- 
trance to a courtroom will 
kept in special detention rooms 
constructed completely of tile. 

A conference suite for trial 
lawyers, which features’ two 
small private offices and one 
large conference room, is also 
located near the ten new court- 
rooms. 

The Prosecutor's office, which 


be | 


j} monthly 





occupies the entire north wing 
of the second floor, has private 


offices for the Prosecutor andrhis 
assistants, 32 rooms for detec- 
tives and investigators, sound 
proof booths for the secretarial 
staff, records room and a line-up 
room. Adjacent to this suite will 
be the private office of the Sher- 
iff and his administrative staff, 
and a large area for the County 
identification bureau where pris- 
oners will be fingerprinted and 
photographed and their records 
kept permanently on file. 

The County Board of Taxation | 
will remain in its present loca- 
tion, but also will occupy an ad- | 
ditional spacious area in the new 
wing. A searching vault for the 
County Clerk occupies the mez- 
zanine. 


The expanded facilities will 
permit centralizing in the old 
courthouse all the district courts 
and the district court office 
which are now spread out in the 
Courthouse basement and Ad- 
ministrative Building. 





| 


|Newspaper Editors To Be 
Guests Of North 
Hudson Bar 


The new editor and the new 
managing editor of the Hudson 
Dispatch, a daily newspaper con- 
sidered the newspaper of the 
North Hudson Communities, will 
be the guests of the North Hud- 
son Lawyers’ Club at the next 
luncheon meeting of 
Club. The meeting will be 
at the Italian Community 
in Union City on Wed- 
April 27 at 12:30 P.M. 


the 
held 
Center 
nesday, 








NEW 





The Approved, Compact All-State 


UNICORP 


Self-Contained 
















| 
| 





COMPLETE ff BOOK CORPORATE OUTFIT 








including 
FOLD-AWAY 
SEAL* 








0 























3 DIFFERENT 








OUTFITS 
STARTING AT 

* Optional 
Gold Lettering $1.00 $1 5.00 


Printed Minutes $1.00 


New and already in demand, the Unicorp completely integrated 
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On Orders Received by Noon) 


MArket 4-5577 


er in 


A-13 D’Aloia, Williams & Laufer. 


To provide that criminal records | sit 


A-17 Beadleston & Salsburg. To| 


A-21 Evans & Deamer. To amend | 


A 29 Franklin, Hughes & Mara- 


Bills Introduced 


SENATE 


The following bills were intro- 
duced in the Senate: 
S-197 Sandman & Connery. To 

provide that wills executed 

yithout the State and execu- 
ted in accordance with the 
laws of this State or in the 
mode prescribed by law either 
in the place where executed or 
of the testator’s domicile and 
in writing and signed by the 





testator, shall be valid. (Jud.) 
S-198 Harper, Waddington, 
Crane, Lynch, Cowgill, Fox, 


Ridolfi, Jones, Dumont & Lance. 
To require certain information 
on the amount and percentage 
of the finance charges to be 
contained in contracts. (Jud.) 
S-199 Waddington, Fox, Connery, 
Lynch, Grossi, Ridolfi, Jones, 
Lance, Dumont & Crane. To 
permit the Attorney General 
to investigate and prohibit de- 
ceptive and fraudulent adver- 






























































tising and selling practices. 
(Jud.) 
S-200 Waddington, Crane, Har- 


per, Lynch, Cowgill, Fox, Ri- 
dolfi, Dumont, Lance & Jones. 


To define and regulate retail 
installment sales and_ to 
license and regulate motor 


vehicle installment sellers and 
sales finance companies. (Jud.) 

S-201 Waddington, Fox, Crane, 
Harper, Lynch, Cowgill, Ridolfi, 
Lance, Dumont & Jones. To 
define and regulate installment 
sales of goods and _ services 
used or furnished in the mo- 
dernization, repair or improve- 
ment of real property; pro- 
vides for the licensing of home 
improvement contractors and 
home improvement finance 
agencies. (Jud.) 


ASSEMBLY 
“he following bills were intro- 











































































































the Assembly: 


| A-10 Doren, Crabiel & Kurtz. To] » 


amend the Unsatisfied Claim 
and Judgment Fund Law to eli- 
minate the provision that the 
applicant “was not at the time | 
of the accident, a guest oc- 
cupant riding in a motor ve-| 
hicle owned or operated by the | 
judgment debtor and 
the personal representative of] 
such a guest occupant.” (Jud.) 


may be expunged in cases} 
wherein a criminal conviction | 
has been entered against any | 
person or a jail or prison sen- 
tence was served and no sup- 
sequent conviction has been 
entered against such person 
after a lapse of five years from 
the completion of such jail or 
prison sentence. 
amend the act concerning | 
death by wrongful act with 
respect to the distribution to 
dependents of the deceased at|. 
the time of his death. (Jud.) | 





NX 


the act concerning notices of 
lis pendens to include actions 


instituted in the U. S. District 


is not | «1a 







(Jud.) |S 
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Court for the District of New 
Jersey. (Jud.) 


ziti. To establish a procedure 
where a mother of a child 
born out of wedlock marries a 
person not the father of said 
child whereby the surname of 
the child may be changed to 
the surname of the husband 
of the mother. (IPH&W) 


Essex Weekly Call 


29 


1960 


‘fore Assignment 
zh, Room 226, Court 
will be subject 


‘oolahan, 
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